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Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
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CANADA. 


- VICiLORIA, by the Grace of God, of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, Queen, Defender of the Faith, 
&c., &e., &c. 


To all whom these presents shall come. 
GREETING : 


Wuereas, by an Act of the Parliament 
of Canada, passed in the thirty fifth year 
of Our Reign entitled ‘An Act respecting 
the Canadian Pacific Railway,’ it is pro-« 
vided, upon the considerations therein 
declared, that a Railway called ‘‘The Ca- 
nadian Pacitic Railway,’’ should be made, 
in conformity with the agreement referred 
to in the preamble in the said Act, and 
should extend from some point on or near 
Lake Nipissing and on the south shore 
thereof, to some point on the shore of tke 
Pacific Ocean ; both thesaid points to be 
determined by the Governor in Council, 
and the course and line of the said Rail- 
way between the said points to be sub- 
ject to the approval of the Governor in 
Council, 


AND WueEpreas, It is, by the said Act, 
further provided, That the Government 
ot Canada might further agree with the 
Company with whom they shall have 
agreed for the construction and working 
of the said Railway, for the construction 
and working of a branch line of railway 
from some point on the railway first 
thereinbefore mentioned, to some point 
on Lake Superior in British ‘Lerri- 
tory, and for the construction and work- 
ing of another branch line ot railway 
from some point on the railway first men- 
tioned, in the Province of Manitoba, to 
some point on the line between that Prov 
vince and the United States of America, 
the said points to be determined by thé 
Governor General in Council; and that 
such branch lines of railway should, wheu 
so agreed for, be held to form part of 
the railway first thereinbefors mentioned, 
and portions of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 


Anp Waerreas, amongst other things, it 
is by the said Act in effect provided, 
That if there should be no company either 
incorporated originally for the const, uc- 
tion of the whole line of railway, or 
formed cut of two cr more companies for 


that purpose, or if the Government 
could not agree, or did not deem it ad— 
visable to agree, with any such company 
for the construction and working of the 
whole line of railway under the said Act, 
or if theGovernment should be of opin- 
ion that it would be more advantageous 
for the Dominion, and would better ensure 
the attamment of the purposes 
of the said Act, that a Company 
should be incorporated by Charter as 
therein provided, then if there should be 
persons able and willing to formsuch 
company, and having a subscribed capital 
of at least ten million dollars, secured to 
the satisfaction of the Governor in Coun. 
cil, and ready to enter into such agree- 
ment with the Government for the con- 
struction and running of the said _ railway, 
the Governor shall have power, upon the 
conditions in the said Act mentioned, to 
grant to such persons, and those who 
should be associated with them in the 
undertaking, a Charter embodying the 
agreement made with such persons which 
should be binding on the Company and 
so much of the said Act, and of the Rail- 
way Act (as such Railway Act was modi-« 
fied by any Act of the now last Session, 
with reference to any railway tobe con- 
structed under such Act onany cf the 
lines or between any of the points men-~ 
tioned in the said Act now in recital) as 
should be agreed upon between the Gov~ 
ernment and such Company; and that 
such Charter being published in the 
Canada Gazette, with any order or orders 
in Council relating to it, should in so tar 
as it is not inconsistent with the said 
recited Act, have force and. effect as 
if it were an Act of the Parliament of 
Canada. 


Anp WuerEas, the Government has 
failed to induce the two companies incor- 
porated by Parliament during its last Ses- 
sion, for the purpose of constructing the 
railway, to form one Company, and does 
not deem it advisable to agree with either 
of the said two Companies for the con- 
struction of the railway, and is of opinion 
that it will be more advantageous for the 
Dominion, and will better ensure the atx 
tainment of the purposes of the Act 
first above mentioned, that a company 
shall be incorporated by Charter as in 
such Act provided ; 

Anp Waereas Sir Hugh Allan, of the 
City of Montreal, Knight; The Hon. 
Adams George Archibald, of the City of 


Halifax, C. M. G., a member of the 
Queen’s Privy Council for Canada; the Hon, 
Joseph Octave Beaubien, of Montmagny, 
Commissioner of Crown Lands in the Pro- 
vince of Quebes: Jean Baptiste Beaudry, 
of the City of Montreal, Esquire; Hger- 
ton Ryerson Burpee, of the City of Saint 
John, Esquire; Frederic William Cum-— 
berland, of the City of Toronto, Esquire ; 
Sandford Fleming, of the City of Ottawa, 
Esquire; Robert Newton Hall, of 
the town of Sherbrook, Esquire; the Hon. 
John Sabastian Helmcken, of the city of 
Victoria; Andrew McDermot, of the 
town of Winnipeg, Esquire ; Donald Mc- 
Innes, of the city of Hamilton, Esquire; 
Walter Shanly, at present of the town 
North Adams, of the Unitei States of 
America, Esquire, and John Walker, of the 
city of London,in the Province of Ontario, 
Esquire, have shown themselves to be 
able and willing to form such company 
for the construction and working of the 
railway and branches; and have sub- 
scribed a capital sum of ten million 
dollars, secured 10 the satisfaction of the 
Governor in Council, and have so sub- 
scribed the same in the _ proportions 
following, that is to say: $38,846,000, or 
nearly five-thirteenths, in the Province 
ot Untario ; $3,$76,800, or nearly four- 
thirteenths, in the Province of Quebec, 
and $769,300, or upwards of one-thir- 
teenth, in each of the Provinces of 
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba 
and British Columbia respectively. And 
are ready to enter into an agreement 
with the Government for the construc- 
tion and working of the railway and 
branches, and the Government has agreed 
with the said persons for the construc— 
tion and working of the railway and 
branches, 


Anpd WHEREAS, the agreement so made 
and entered into between the said per- 
sons and the Government, is embodied 
in this our Royal Charter. 


Now, therefore know ye, that we of 
our special grace, certain knowledge and 
mere motion, and in pursuance of the 
power vested in us by the Act here- 
inbefore in part recited, do ordain, grant 
and declare that the said Sir Hugh AI- 
lan ; Honorable Adams Gieorge Archibald ; 
Honorable Joseph Octave Beaubien; Jean 
Baptiste beaudry, Esquire , Egerton Ry» 
erson Burpee, Esquire; Frederic William 
Uumberland, Esq. ; Sandford Fleming, Esq ; 
Robert Newton Hall. Esquire ;, Honorable 
John Sabastian Helmcken ; Andrew Mc~ 
Dermot, Esquire; Donald McInnes, is. 
quire, Walter Shanly, Esquire ; and Johu 
Walker, Esquire ; together with all such 


bo 


persons as shall become associated with 
them in the undertaking, for the pur- 
poses herein mentioned, shall be and 
are hereby constituted a body corporate 
and politic by the name, style and title 
of the ‘‘ Canadian Pacific Railway Com< 
pany,” and by thatname, they and their 
successors shalland may have continued 
succession, and be capable of contracting 
and being contracted with, of suing and 
being sued, pleading and being implead- 
ed, answering and being answered unto 
in all courts and places whatsoever, in all 
manner of actions, suits, complaints, 
matters and causes whatsoever. And 
that they and their successors may and 
shall have a common seal, and may change 
and alter the same at their will and 
pleasure; and also that they and their 
successors, by the name of ‘The Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company.” shall be in law 
capable of taking, purchasing, and holds 
ing to them and their sucressors, any 
estate, real, personal, or mixed, to and 
for the use of the company, and the sell- 


ing, conveying, leasing or other. 
wise departing therewith for 
the benefit and on the acconnt 
of the company, from time to 


time, as they shall deem expedient or 


necessary, subject to the provisions, 
restrictions and limitations hereinafter 
contained. 

STOOK. 


2. And we do further ordain and de- 
clare that the capital stock of the com- 
pany shall be ten million dollars, which 
shall not be increased but by Act of 
Parliament, (such capital stock having 
been already subscribed as aforesaid), 
to be held in shares of one hundred dollars 
each, which shail in all respects be 
deemed personal property, and ten per 
centum thereon shall be paid into the 
hands of the Receiver General of Canada, 
in money or Canadian Government se- 
curities, within one month after the 
date of these presents, to remain in 
his hands until otherwise ordered by 
Parliament. And the interest received by 
the Receiver General from the invest. 
ment of such money and from such se- 
curities shall be paid to the company 
as received, until he shall be author. 
ized by the Government to withold and 
retiin the same by reason of some de. 
fault incurred by the company in the 
performance of the conditions of this 
charter; or of any subsequent agreement 
between the Government and the com 
pany. 


3. That the shares of the said capital 
stock shall, after the first deposit there- 


on has been paid, be transferable ; Lut 
no transfer made within six years from 
the date thereof shall be valid or ef_ 
fectual, unless it be made with the con-— 
sent of the Government, and of the di- 
rectors, and registered in the books to be 
kept by the company for that purpose ; 
nor after six years, unless it be made 
with the consent cf the directors, and 
registered as aforesaid. And in the event 
of the right of property in any” of the 
shares in the capital stock of the com- 
pany becoming transmitted otherwise 
than by direct transfer, the person claim- 


ing the same shall be bound to estab. 


lish such claim in the manner provided 
for the transmission of Bank Stock 
by the Act - 34 ~Vic., cap. 71, 
intituled, ‘‘ An Act respecting Banks and 
Banking.”’ And in the event of the bank- 
ruptcy or insolvency of any holder of any 
shares not fully paid up, or of the sale 
. thereof under execution, such shares shal] 
be ipso facto forfeited, but the Company 
shall pay the purchaser of such shares, or 
the Assignee or other representative of 
such shareholder for such shares at the 
current value thereof. 

4. That no call shall be made upon the 
stock of the Company beyond or above 
the first deposit of ten per centum theres 
on, save as in this clause mentioned, and 
_ the balance of ninety per centum thereof, 
shall not be called up until after the ex- 
penditure of the money to be raised upon 
the bonds of the Company or otherwise, as 
hereinafter authorized and provided ; but 
such balance shall remain as a security to 
the Government for the final completion 
and. equipment of the railway. After such 
expenditure the directors may, from time 
to time, if necessary, with the approval of 
the Government, call upon the shareholds 
ers for such instalments upon each share, 
and in such proportion as the Directors 
may see fit; except that no such instal- 
ment shall exceed ten per centum on the 
subscribed capital, and that ninety days’ 
notice of the time fixed for the payment 
thereof shall be given in such manner as 
the Directors shall think fit. And such 
calls shall not be made more frequently 
than once in ninety days. 

RAILWAY. 

5. That the Company, may and shall 
lay out, construct, equip, maintain and 
work a continuous railway. of the width or 
gauge of four feet eight and one-half 
inches; which railway shall be made in 
conformity with tlae Act hereinbefore reci- 
ted, and with this Uur Royal Charter; and 
such railway shall extend from some point 
on or near Lake Nipissing, and on the 
south shore thereof, to some point on the 


shore of the Pacific Ocean, both the said 
points to be determined by the Govern. 


ment, and the course and line of the said 
railway between the said pomts to be 


subject to the approval of the Govern- 
ment. 
6 That the Company may and shall lay 


out, construct, equip, maintain and work 
a branch line of railway from some point 
on the railway in the last preceding clause 
mentioned, to some point on Lake Super« 
ior in British Territory, and also another 
branch line of railway from some point on 


the railway in the last preceding clause 
mentioned, in the Province of Manitoba, 
to some point on the line between that 
Province and the United States of Amerix 


ca, the said points and the courses and 
lines of the said branches between the 
said points to be determined by the Gov- 
ernment ; the said branches to be of the 


gauge aforesaid , and such branch lines of 


railway shall form part of the railway in 


the last preceding clause mentioned, 
and portions of THe Canapian Pacirio 
Ratway. 

7. The railway shall be divided into sec- 
tions, as follows :— 

(1.) The Eastern Section.—Hxtending 
from the Easterm Terminus to Red River. 

(2). The Lake Superior Section.—Ex- 
tending from some point on the Eastern 
Section to Lake Superior. 

(3.) The Central Section.—Extending 
from Red River to a point in the longitude 
of Fort Edmonton, 

(4.) The Manitoba Section.—Extending 
from the main line in the Province of 
Manitoba to the Boundary of the United 
States. 

(5.) The Western Section,—Extending 
from a point in the longitude of Fort Ed- 
monton to the Pacific coast. 

8. That the Company shall, within two 
years from the twentieth day of July, in 


‘the year 1871, commence simultaneously 


the construction of the railway from the 
Pacific Ocean towards the Rocky Moun» ~ 
tains, and from a point in the Province of 
Ontario hereafter to be determined by the 
Government, towards the Pacific Ocean, 
to connect the seaboard of British Colum. 
bia with the railway system of Canada ; 
and further shall construct the Manitoba 
Section by the thirty-first day of December, 
1874; the Lake Superior Section and such 
portion of the Eastern Section as shall be 
required to complete communication be- 
tween Lake Superior and Red River, by 
the thirty-first day of December, 1876 ; 
shall proceed with and construct the east- 
ern and western sections simultaneously ; 
shall prosecute the work of constructing 
the railway with all due diligence ; and 


shall complete the whole railway within 
ten years from the said twentieth day of 
July, 1871, unless the last mentioned 
period shall be enlarged by Act of Parlia - 
ment, in which case the Company shall 
complete the whole Railway within such 
extended period. 

9. That the railway shall be constructed 
and equipped according to specifications to 
be hereafter agreed upon between the 
Government and the Company, and the 
materials of, and manner in which the 
several works forming part thereof shall 
be constructed, and the mode of working 
the railway, or any part thereof, including 
the description and capacity of the loco. 
motive engines and other rolling stock for 
working it, shall be such as may be hereaf- 
ter agreed uyon between the Government 
and the Company ; Provided always that 
if the Government and the Company 
should be unable to agree as to the details 
of any of the matters in this clause men: 
tioned, the same shall be from time to 
time, referred to the determination of 
three competent Engineers, one of 
whom shall be chosen by the Government, 
one by the Company, and a third by such 
two Engineers, and the expenses of said 
references shall be defrayed by the com- 
pany. Aud in order to establish an 
approximate standard whereby such 
matters may be regulated, the Union 
Pacific Railway of the United States is 
hereby selected and fixed as such stan- 
dard, but in a general way only, and not 
with respect to any minor details in its 
construction or working which may be 
found to be objectionable, nor with re- 
spect to alignment and grades, which shall 
be as favourable as the nature of the coun- 
try will admit of without undue expendi- 
ture. 

10. That whenever any portion of the 
railway exceeding twenty miles is com- 
pleted, the company shall, upon being 
thereunto required by the Government, 
work the same for the conveyance of pas- 
sengers and goods, at such times and in 
such manner as shall be from time to 
time agreed upon between the Govern. 
ment and the Company, or in case of 
failure to agree, as shall be determined by 
three Engineers selected as hereinbefore 
provided. 

1l. That the Government may, from 
time to time, appoint such persons as it 
may think proper, to examine, inspect 
and report upon the construction and 
equipment of the railway, for the purpose 
of ensuring the faithful performance of 
the agreement between the Government 
and the Company, and the observance of 
all the provisions of this Charter. 


12. That the Company may and shall 
‘construct, maintain and work 1continuous 
telegraph line throughout and along the 
whole line of the railway, such telegraph 
line being required for the proper work-~ 
ing of the railway, and forming a necessary 
appendage thereto. 

13 That the Company shall, from time 
to time, furnish such reports of the 
progress» of the work, with such details 
and plans of the work as the Government 
may require. 


LAND GRANT, 


14, That to secure the construction ot 
the main line of railway, and in considera- 
tion thereof, there 1s hereby appropriated 
a grant to the Company of fifty million 
acres of land, which land, with the excep-~ 
tions hereinafter mentioned, the Company 
shall be entitled to demand. and receive 
in the Provinces of Manitoba and British 
Columbia, and in the North West 'Terrix 
tories, in blocks not exceeding twenty 
miles in depta on erch side of such main 
line, and nor less than six nor more than 
twelve miles in width, alternating with 
blocks of like depth and width on each 
side thereof, reserved by the Govern- 
ment. 

That to secure the construction of the 
branch lines, and in consideration thereof, 
the Company shall be entitled to demand 
and receive from the Government in the 
North West Territories, a land grant in aid 
of the branch line to Lake Superior, of 
twenty-five thousand acres per mile; and 
and a land grant in aid of the branch line 
in Manitoba, of twenty thousand acres 
per mile. 

That the land to be granted in aid of 
the main line. which shall not be compris« 
ed within the alternate blocks hereinbe. 
fore mentioned, or be within the Province 


of Ontario, shall be allotted to the Com. 


pany in alternate blocks on each side of a 
common front line or lines, in liké mans 
ner as the blocks granted and reserved 
along the tine of the railway. And the 
land grant which the Government may be 
enabled to make to the Company for the 
purposes aforesaid,under any arrangement 
with the Government of the Province of 
Ontario shall be received by the Company 
as part of the said land grant in aid of the 
main line- 

But no land grant shall include any 
land then before granted to any other 
party, or on which any other party has 
any lawful claim of pre-emption or other 
wise, or any land reserved for school or 
other public purposes, or any land reserv~ 
ed, or to be reserved under agreement 
with the Hudson’s Bay Company, and the 


deficiency arising from the exception of 
any such lands shall be made good to the 
Company by the grant of an equal extent 
from other wild and ungranted Dominion 
lands. 

That if it shall be found that any of the 
alternate blocks laid out along the line of 
the railway are unfit for settlement, the 
Company shall not be bound to receive 
from the Government any greater depth 
of land in such blocks than one mile, 
computed from the railway. 

That the lands to be granted in aid of 
the main line of railway from out of the 
lands of the Dominion, and the lands to 
be granted in aid of the said branches, 
shall consist of such land as shall be found 
east of the Rocky Mountains between 
parallels forty-nine and fifty-seven of north 
latitude, and the Company shall not be 
bound to receive any lands which are not 
of the fair average quality of the land in 
the sections of country best adapted for 
settlement lying within those limits ; and 
the same shall be laid out, as nearly as 
may be, contiguous to the lands granted 
along the main line of the railway and to 
the Lake Superior branch. 

The Company shall also have a right of 
way for the railway through Dominion 
Lands. 

The lands hereby appropriated to the 
Company shall be granted from time to 
time, at intervals of six months, as any 
portion of the railway is proceeded with, 
in quantities proportionate to the length, 
ditticulty of construction and expenditure 
upon such portion, to be determined in 
such manner as hereafter is provided. 

15. That the price at which the alter 
nate blocks of land retained by the Gov- 
ernment sha!l be sold by the Government, 
shall be from time to time adjusted by 
agreement between the Government and 
the Company, according to the price that 
is found to be obtainable for such lands 
without obstructing the settlement of the 
country. But unless the Company shal! 
sell lands granted to them ata lower 
average price, or shall otherwise sgree, 
the Government shall, for and during the 
term of twenty years from the date here- 
of, retain the upset price of such alternate 
blocks at an average price of not less than 
two dollars and fifty conts per acre. The 
provisions of this clause are, h »swever, 
subject to the sanction of Parliament. 

16. Tht the subdivision of blocks of 
land granted to the Company shall be 
made in c»mformity with the system of 
survey prescribed by the Dominion Lards 
Act and any amendment thereof; and 
shall be made by the Compiny, and be 
‘subject to the inspection and approval of 
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the Surveyor General of Dominion lands. 

17. That the Government shall extin- 
guish the Indian title affecting the lands 
herein appropriated, and to be hereafter 
granted in aid of the railway. 


SUBSIDY. 


18 That a susidy or aid in money, 
amounting to thirty million dollars, is 
hereby granted to the Company, payable 
from time to time by instalments at inter- 
vals of one month as any portion of the 
railway is proceeded with, in proportion to 
the length, difficulty of construction and 
cost of such portion, such proportion to be 
ascertained and settled in the same min~ 
ner as is horein provided with respect to 
the grants of land. 

19, That the Compiny shall allow as 
part of the subsidy, the cost of the sur- 
vey made in the years one thousand eight 
hundred and seyenty-one and one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, 
aud to be made in the year one thousand 
eight hundred and seventy three, by the 
Government of Canada, for the purpose of 
ascertaining the best line for the rai!way. 

20. That it shall be lawful for the Com- 
pany to accept and receive from the Gov- 
ernment of any Province, or from any 
Municipality in Canada, or from any Cor. 
poration, a subsidy of aid in money, or 
bonds, or securities, payable in such man- 
ner at such times, 0n such conditions,and at 
such places in Canada or elsewhere as may 


be agreed upon with the Company. 


BOARD OF TRUSTEES. 


21. Chat the Company may by By~Law 
create a Board of ‘Trustees, to con- 
sist of three persons, to be chosen and to 
be removable at pleasure, as follows, that 
is to say: one member thereof by the 
Government, one other member the:eof 
by the Board of Directors. and one other 
member thereof by or on behalf of the 
bondholders, in such manner as may be 
provided by such by-law ; ant upon the 
completion of such Board by the choice of 
such members the same shall be published 
by the Secretary of the Company in the 
Canada Gazette. 7 

22. That the removal, resignation, men. 
tal incapacity, or insolvency of any mem- 
ber of the Board shill vacate his appolut- 
ment as such; and thereupon or upon 
the death of any member, the vacancy 0c« 
casioned thereby shall be filled by the 
choice of a person to be a member of the 
sald Board by the Govern 
the. Board of Directors, 
or the bondholders, as the case may be, by 
who the member whose vacant seat Is to 
be filled was originally chosen, ind such 


change shall be published in the manner 
aforesaid. 

23. That the duties and powers of the 
Board of Trustees shall be as follows :— 

I. To receive from time to time from 
the Government of Canada such portion 
or portions of the subsidy of thirty mil 
lion dollars as may be earned by, and 
payable to the Ccmpany as hereinbefore 
mentioned. 

II. To receive from time to time the 
nett proceeds of the sales or rents of such 
portions of the lend hereby appropriated 
as may from time to time be sold or leased 
by the (ompany; and +: Iso all such sub. 
sidies and aids as may be granted to the 
Company by the Government of any 
Province, or by any Municipality or other 
Corporation. 

III. To pay the Board of Trustees, for 
their services, such sums of money as shall 
be from time to time fixed by by-law of 
the Company. 

IV. After payment of the expenses of 
the trust, to invest all monies received by 
them as Trustees in the securities of the 
Government of Canada; or of any of its 
Provinces, or of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, or of any of the 
Colonies of the United Kingdom, or of the 
British Possessions in India, or of the 
United States of America; and the Board 
may from time to time sell any such se- 
curities; and shall in any such case forth- 
with reinvest the proceeds of any such 
sale in other securities of the nature and 
kind hereinbefore mentioned, or in lieu 
thereof, when so directed by resolution of 
the bondholders passed in accordance 
with a by-law of the Company, purchase 
outstandiug bonds of the Company. 

V. The investments to be so made as 
hereinbefore directed, and the securities 
whereof the same shall from time to time 
consist, shall form a sinking fund. to be 
held by the Board of Trustees, upon the 
trusts following, that 1s to say, upon trust 
to pay all costs and charges, which may be 
incurred in respect of the execution 
of the trust hereby created, and in 
the investmen' and re-investment as here- 
inbefore mentioned, and _ thereafter 
upon trust to pay the interest upon the 
bonds of the company, as the same shall, 
from time to time become due and payable, 
and thereafter upon trust to pay and 
discharge the bonds of the company as the 
same, and the principal money tkereby 
secured, shall mature and become due and 
payable ; and upon this further trust, after 
full payment and discharge of all sums of 
money of principal, and interest upon the 
bonds of the company, and of all costs 
and charges incurred in respect of the 
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execution of the trusts hereby created to 
transfer the said sinking fund and the 
securities thereof to the Company,to and for 
the absolute use,and behoof of the company; 
and the trusts hereby created shall, there. 
upon cease and absolutely determine, 

VI. The Board of Trustees shall conform 
to any order or direction respecting the 
performance of its duties, which may be 
concurred in by the Company and by the 
Bondholders acting as provided by by-law. 

24. That the Board shall have further 
and other powers in the premises, as may 
be conferred upon them by any By-Law of 
the Company approved by the Government. 
But no such By-Law shall be contrary to, 
or inconsistent with, the provisions of this 
charter. 

25. That a majority of the Board of 
Trustees may Jawfully exercise the powers 
of the Board, and the action of such 
majority shall be held to be the action of 
the Board. But none of the powers 
hereby vested in the Company or in the 
Board of Trustees, or the majority of them, 
shall be acted upon contrary to or incon- 
sistent with the provisions of any agrees 
ment which shall be duly entered into by 
the Company, or the Board of Trustees, or 
by both, with any person or persons who 
may ugree to become holders of the bonds 
of the Company. And any agreement, 
resolution or proceeding made or taken 
contrary to, or inconsistent with such 
agreement, to the detriment of such bond- 
holders, shall be absolutsly null and void 
in law, and shall have no force or effect 
whatever. 

LAND MANAGEMENT. 


26. That the Board of Directors may, 
from time to time, appoint Commissioners 
or Agents for the management and dis.- 
posal of the lands of the Company, with 
such powers and duties as shall be provid- 
ed by the by-laws of the Company. 

27. That the Company shall render to 
the Board of Trustees, yearly accounts of 
all sales, leases, or other dispositiin of 
lands; and shall from time to time pay 
over to the Board of Trustees the net 
proceeds thereof, after deduction of the 
cost of management and sale, such cost 
not to exceed ten per centum of the gross 
proceeds. 

POWERS OF COMPANY. 


28. ‘That the Company shall, from time 
to time, cause the names of the several 
parties interested in the stock of the 
Company, and the amount of interest 
therein of such parties respectively, to be 
entered in a book to be called ‘‘ The Stock 
Register,’”’? and may in like manner cause 
the names and interest of the bondhold- 


ers, to be recorded from time to time in a 
book to be called ‘“‘ The Bond Register ;” 
and duplicates of al) registers of stock and 
bonds of the Company, and of the holders 
thereof, kept at the principal office of the 
Company in Canada, may be transmitted 
to and kept by the agent tor the time 
being of the Company in London. 

29. That the Company may pay to the 
shareholders, interest on the amount of 
their paid up capital at the rate of five 
per centum per annum, during the con- 
struction of the railway and works 

30. That the Company shall have power 
and authority to become parties to pro- 
missory notes and bills of exchange for 
sums not less than one hundrededullars , 
and all such promissory notes made or 
endorsed,and such bills of exchange drawn, 
accepted or endorsed by the President or 
Vice-President of the Company, under the 
authority of the Board, shal! be binding 
on the Company; and may also issue scrip 
with the like signatures, redeemable in 
the stock of the Company, or in lands, or 
in both; and in no case shall it be neces- 
sary to have the seal ot the Company 
affixed to any promissory note, bill of 
exchange, or scrip: Provided, however, 
that nothing in this section shall be con~ 
strued to authorize the ‘ ompany to issue 
any notes or bills of exchange payable to 
bearer, or intended to be circulated as 
money, or as the nutes or bills of a bank. 

31. That the Company may, with the 
approval of the (Giovernment enter into 
and conclude any arrangements with any 
otner incorporated railway company in 
Canada or the United States, for the pur- 
pose of making any branch or branches to 
facilitate a connection between the rails 
ways of the Company and of such other 
incorporated company, and they may, with 
like approval, enter into arrangements for 
the mutual interchange of traftic with all 
Railway Companies completing their lines 
to the lines of the company ; and they may 
with like approval, lease or acquire such last 
mentioned railway or railways, or make 
running arrangements therewith, and 
generally may, with like approval, enter 
into such arrangements as will secure 
uniform and complete railway connection 
with the system of railways now or here- 
after existing in Canada or the United 
States. 

32. That the company, after the opening 
of the railway, or any part thereof, tu the 
public, shall annually submit to the Par- 
liament of Canada, withia thirty days after 
the opening of each session thereof, a de- 
tailed and particular account attested by 
the President and Secretary of the Com- 
pany, of all moneys by them earned on the 
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partso opened together with the running 
expenses thereof, with a classified state— 
ment of the tonnage of frright, and the 
number of passengers conveyed over the 
said road ; and shall comply with any fur- 
ther provisions which Parliament may 
hereafter make with regard to the form 
or details of such account, or the mode 
of attesting or rendering the same. 

33. That the Company may. until such 
right is determined by Parliament, un- 
deriake the transmission of messages for 
the public on any line of telegraph they 
may construct on the line of their railway, 
and collect toll for so doing; or may, 
with the approval of the Government, 
lease such line of telegrapn, or any por- 
tion thereof, subject to any provisions 
herein contained and, if they thirk 
proper to undertake such transactions, 
they shall be subject to the provisions of 
the fourteenth and following clauses of 
chapter sixty seven of the Consolidated 
Statutes of Canada. 


DIREOTORS AND THEIR POWERS. 
34. That the said Sir Hugh Allan, 


Adams George Archibald, Joseph Octave - 


Beaubien, Jean Baptiste Beaudry, Egerton 
Ryerson Burpee, Frederic William Cums 
berland, Sindford Fleming, Kobert New- 
ton Hall, John Sebastian Helmcken An- 
drew McDermot, Donald McInnes, Wal- 
ter Shanly, and John Walker, (a majority 
of whem shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business), shall be Pro- 
visional Directors of the Company, and 
shall have power and authority to elect a 
President and Vice President, from 
among their number, to appoint a Secre- 
tary, Treisurer and other officers, to call 
a general meeting of shareholders for 
the election of Directors, as herein ifter 
provided, and generally to do such other 
acts as shall be necessary for the conduct 
and management of the said un lertaking, 
and for finally procuring the election of a 
Board of Directors by the shareholders. 
35. That the Provisional Directors shall 
hold oftice until the election of their suc- 
cessors ; and shill call a meeting of the 
shareholders to be held on such day, as 
hereinbefore provided for, and at such 
place in the City of Ottawa as they shall 
decide, giving due notice thereof to each 
shareholder; at which general meeting 
the sharcholders present, either in per- 
son or by proxy, shall elect thirteen dix 
rectors, who shall constitute the Board, 
and shall hold office until others are 
elected in their stead; and if any vacancy 
shall occur by the death, resignaticn, 
mental incapacity, insolvency or disquali 
fication from want of Stock of any Direcs 


tor, the vacancy shall be filled for the res1- 
due of the current year of office by the 
Board of Directors. 

36. That the Directors be thirteen. in 
number, of whom seven shall bea quorum, 
and provided such guorum be present, 
any absent Director may be represented 
and vote by another Director as his proxy; 
but no Director shall hold more than one 
proxy. And the Directors shall retire in 
the tollowing order, that is to say: four 
at the end of the first and second years 
respectively, and five at the end of the 
third year, and so on in similar propor- 
tions, during succeeding years. he 
Directors so to retire at the end of the 
first year shall be selected by ballot of the 
Board Those to retire at the end of the 
second yer shall be selected by ballot 
among the nine Directors remaining of the 
original Board. And at the third and suc 
ceeding elections they shall retire by 
seniority, but the retiring Directors shall 
be eligible for 1: exelection, and any Direc- 
ior appointed by the Board to fill a vax 
cancy, shall also retire at the end of the 
current year of office, and a Director shall 
. then be elected by the shareholders iu his 
stead—which Director shall occupy the 
same position with regard to retirement 
and seniority as the director who first va- 
cated the seat. And on the first Wednes- 
day in february, in each year thereafter, 
or on such other day as may be appointed 
by a by-law of the Company, there shall 
be held at the principal office of the Com 
pany, a general meeting of the share- 
holders, at which meeting they shall elect 
such a number of Directozs for the en-u- 
ing year as shall be required to supply 
the places of the Directors so retiring ; 
and public notice of such annual meeting 
shall be given at least one month before 
the day of election. Each Director shall 
be a subject of Her Majesty, and a holder 
of at leest two hundred and fifty shares of 
the said stock. ‘he election of D rectors 
shall be by ballot, and the President of 
the Company, and a majority of the Direc~ 
tors shall reside in Canada_ 

37. ihat the chief place of business of 
the Company shall be at the City of Ot- 
tawa, but other places at which the Direc 
tors or committees of the Directors may 
meet and trinsact business may be fixed 
by the by-laws of the Company. 

38. That whenever it shall be deemed 
expedient by the Board of Directors that 
a special general meeting of the shares 
holders shall be convened for any purpose 
the Directors shill convene such meeting 
at the City of Ottawa, by advertisement, 
in the manner hereinbefore mentioned, 
in which advertisement the business to be 
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transacted at such meeting shall be ex- 
pressly mentioned 


39. That any deed required and autho-. 


rized to be executed on behalf of the 
Company, shall be held to be valid and 
binding on the Company, if it be signed 
by the President or Vice-President and 
oy the Secretary, and the seal of the Com- 
pany be affixed thereto; and no special 
authority shall be required for affising the 
seal to any such deed. 

40. That the Directors of the Com- 
pany shall have power to adminis~ 
ter, conduct and manage the affairs 
and business of the Company: and 
shall have and_ exercise all the 
powers requisite to enable them to do and 
perform, make'and execute, all such acts, 
matters and things, deeds and instruments 
as shall be necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this charter, according to the 
true intent and meaning thereof, includ- 
ing the power of selling, leasing or other~ 
wise disposing of the lands granted or to 
be granted in aid of the railway, and ofany 
other lands of the Company uot required 
for the purposes of the railway ; except in 
so far as their powers are expressly limited 
by the provisions hereof. And they shall 
also have power, from time to time, to 
make by-laws for the conduct, manage. 
ment and administration of the affairs of 
the Company generally; and for the re- 
muneration of the President and Directors 
of the Company, if such remuneration be 
deemed advisable; and also such by-laws 
as are contemplated by the provisions of 
this charter for the regulation of divers 
matters herein required or authoiized to 
be so regulated; and the same to amend 
or repeal; provided always however that 
such. by~laws shall have no force or effect, 
in any respect in which they, or any of 
them, shall be contrary to or inconsiste nt 
with this charter, nor in any respect in 
which they shall require the approval of 
the Government, until they have received 
such approval. And such by-laws shall in 
no case have any iorce or effect after the 


next general meeting of Shareholders ~ 


which shall be heid after the passage of 
such by-laws by the Board of Directors, 
unless they are approved by such meeting; 
and any copy of the by-law of the Com~ 
pany, or any of them, purporting to be 
under the hand of the clerk, secretary or 
other officer of the said Company, and hay~ 
ing the seal of the said corporation affixed 
to it, shall be received as prima facie evi- 
dence of such by-law in all courts of the 
Dominion of Canada. 

41. That the Directors of the Company 
are hereby authorized and empowered to 
issue bonds, which shall be a first charge 
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on the railway and its appurtenances, and 
On the tolls and revenues thereof, and on 
all lands, whether the property of the 
Company at the time of the issue of such 
bonds, or thereafter acquired. And such 
bonds shall be in such form, and for such 
amount, and with such coupons attached, 
and they, and the coupons aitached biere= 
to shall be payable, at such times and 
places as the Directors from time to time 
shall provide. And the payment to the 
Treasurer of the Company, or toany other 
person appointed by by-law for the pur- 
pose, by any bona fide purchaser of any 
lands of the Company, of the purchase 
money thereof, and the acquittance by | 
such Treasurer or other person so appoint. 
ed, of such purchase mone » Shall operate 
as a release of the lands so paid for from 
the effect of such charge; and the Com- 
pany shall keep all monies so received 
separate and apart from its ordinary 
funds, and shall pay over the net proceeds 
thereof to the Board of ‘l'rustees as herein. 
betore provided. The bonds shall be 
signed by the President, or Vice-President 
and the Secretary, but the signature of the 
President or Vice-President to the bonds, 
and the signature of the Secretary to the 
coupons, may be lithographed or engraved 
thereon; and such bonds shall be valid 
without having the seal of the Company 
affixed therto. 

Provided that the amount of such 
bonds shall not exceed forty thousand 
dollars per mile, to be issued in propor. 
tion to the length of railway to be con. 
structed under and by virtue of this 
charter, unless the issue of bonds to a 
larger amount be authorized by the Goy- 
ernment. And all bonds issued under 
this charter shall have the same and 
equal rank and priority, as a first charge 
On the assets of the company hereinbe- 
fore described. 

42. That if, at any time, any agreement 
be made by the company with any persons 
intending to become bondholders of the 
company, restricting the issue of bonds by 
the company, under the powers conferred 
by the preceding section, or defining or lim- 
iting the mode of exercising such powers, 
the company thereafter shall not act 
upon such powers otherwise than as de- 
fined, restricted and limited by such 
agreement. And no bond thereafter is- 
sued by the company, and no order, re- 
solution, or proceeding thereafter 
made, passed, or had by _ the 
company, or by the Board 
of Directors contrary to the terms of 
such agreement, shall be valid or eftect- 


43, That the directors of the company 


may, by by-law appoint an 
in the City of London, England, and 
may by such by-law make provision for 
the payment of dividends, and for the 
transfer of the stock and bonds of the 
company at the said city of London, in 
such manner, and upon such terms and 
conditions as shall be provided by such 
by-law. Provided that all such by-iaws 
for the transfer of stock passed within six 
years after the date of this charter, shall 
be sbi to the approval of the Govern- 
ment, 


agent or agents 


MISCELLANEOUS PROVISION 8. 


44. That for the purpose of making an 

allotment of the land and money susidies, 
the railway shall be divided into con. 
venient sections; and so soon as suffi- 
cient information has been obtained re- 
specting the difficulty and cost of con. 
struction of such sections, the proportion 
of land and money subsidies applicable 
to each of them shall be determined 
by agreement between the Government 
and the company; and if the Govern. 
ment and the company are unable to 
agree upon such proportion, the same 
shall be decided upon by three En-~ 
gineers selected as hereinbefore provi- 
ded, 
45. That “The Railway Act ot 1868,’’ 
as modified by any Act of 
pe _ Parliament of Canada, of 
the session held in the year 1872, 
with reference to any railway to be 
constructed under any such Act on any of 
the lines, or between any of the points 
mentioned in the Act in this Charter first 
recited, inso far as the provisions of the 
same are applicable to the underiaking 
authorized by this charter, and in s0 far 
as they are not inconsistent with or cons 
trary to the provisions thereo!, are hereby 
incorporated therewith. 

46. And as respects the said railway, 
that the eighth section of ‘‘The Railway 
Act, 1868,” relating to Plans and Surveys, 
shall be subject to the following vrovi-< 
s10ns :— 

It shall be sufficient that the map or 
plan and bookof reference for any portion 
of the line of the railway, not being with 
in any district or county for which there 
is a Clerk ofthe Peace, be deposited in 
the Office of the Minister of Publie 
Works of Canada, and any omission, mis. 
statement or erroneous description of 
any lands therein may be corrected’ by 
the Company, with the consent of the 
Minister, and certified by him ; aad the 
Company may tuen make the railway in 
accordance with such certified correc- 
tion. | 
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The eleventh sub-section of the sane | 
eighth section of the Railway Act shall 
not apply to any portion of the railway 
passing over ungranted lands of the 
Crown, or lands not within any surveyed 
township in any Province; and in such 
places, deviations not exceeding five 
miles from the line shown on the map or 
plan, approved by the Government and 
deposited by the Company, shall be al- 
lowed, on the approval of the Govern- 
ment Inspector, without any formal cor- 
rection or certificite; and any further 
deviation that may be found expedient 
may be authorized by order of the Gov- 
ernment, and tha Company may then 
make their railway in accordance with 
such authorized deviation. 

The map or plan and book of reference 
made and deposited in accordance with 
this section, after approval by the Gov. 
ernment, shallavail as if made and de- 
posited as required by the said 
‘Railway Act, 1868,’’ for all the purposes 
of the said Act, and of this charter; and 
any copy of, or extract therefrom, certi- 
fied by the said Minister or his deputy, 
shall be received as evidence in any court 
of law in Canada. 

It shall be sufficient that a map or pros 
file of any part of the completed railway, 
which shall not lie within any county or 
district having a registry olfice. be filed 
in the otfice of the Minister of Public 
Works, 

The Company shall not commence the 
coust uction of any bridge over any navi 
gable water, until they shall have sub- 
mitied tothe Government plans of such 
bridge and of all the intended works 
thereto appertaining, nor until such plans, 
and the site of such bridge shall have 
been approved by the Government; and 
such conditions as it shall think fit to im-— 
po-e touching such bridge shall be com~ 
plied with; nor shall any plan of any 
such bridge be altered, or deviation 
therefrom allowed, except by permission 
of the Government. 

47. That the provisions made in sub- 
sections thirty, thirty-one and thirty-two, 
of section nine of ‘“ The Railway Act, 
1868,’’ as to incumbrances on lands ac- 
quired by the Company shall apply to 


lands acquired by the Company 
in the Provinces of Manito. 
ba and British Columbia, and the 


North West Territories; and as respects 
lands in the North West Territories, the 
Court of Queen’s Bench for the Province 
of Manitoba shall be held to be the Court 
intended by the said sub-sections. 

48. That in the Provinces of BritishColum. 
bia and Manitoba, any Judge of a Superior 


or County Court shall have all the powers 
given by the said Act to a County Judge, 
and in the North West Territories such 
powers shall be exercised by a Judge of 
the Queen’s Bench of the Province of 
Manitoba. 

49. That it shall be lawful for the Com- 
pany to take from any public lands adja 
cent to or near the lineot the said railway, 
all stone, timber, gravel and othel materials 
which may be necessary or useful for the 
construction: of the railway; and also to 
lay out ; and appropriate to the use of the 
Company, a greater exient of lands, 
whether public or private, for stations, 
depots, workshops, buildings, side-~tracks, 
wharfs, harbors and roadway, and for 
establishing screens against snow, than the 
breadth and quantity mentioned in ‘‘ The 


Railway Act, 1868,’’ sush greater 
extent, taken in any case, 
being allowed by the Govern- 


ment, and shown on the maps or plans 
deposited with the Minister of Public 
Works. 

50. And whereas, it may be necessary 
for the Company to possess gravel pits and 
quarries, and lands containing deposits of 
gravel, stone, brick clay, iron or coal, as 
well as lands for stations and other pur- 
poses, at convenient plices along the line 
of railway, for constructing and keeping 
in repair, and for carrying on the business. 
of the railway, and as such gravel pits, 
quarries or deposits cannot at all times be 
procurred without buying the whole lot 
of land whereon such deposits may be 
found; therefore, that the said Company 
may purchase, have, hold, take. receive, use 
and enjoy, along the line of the said rail- 
wiy, or separated therefrom, and if 
separated therefrom, then, with the 
necessary of right of way thereto, any 
lands, tenements and hereditaments which 
it shall please Her Majesty, or any person 
or persons or bodies politic, to give, grant, 
sell or convey unto and to the use of, or 
in trust for the said Company, their suc- 
cessors and assigns, and it shall and may 
be lawful for the said Compuny to establish 
stations or workshops on any of such lots 
or blocks of land, and from time to time, 
by deed of bargain and sale or otherwise, 
to grant, bargain, sell or convey any pora 
tions of such lands, not necessary to be 
retained for gravel pits, quarries, sidings, 
branches, fuel yards, station grounds or 
workshops, or for effectually repairing, 
maintaining and using, to the greatest ad- 
vantage, the said railway and other works 
connected therewith. 

51. That as respects places not within 
any Province, any notice required by the 
Railway Act, 1868, to be given in the 


“Official Gazette ”’ of a Province, may be 
giver in the Canada Gazette. 

52. That deeds and conveyances of lands 
to the Company for the purposes of this 
Charter (no* being letters patent from the 
Crown) may, in so tar as circumstances 
will admit, be in the form following, that 
is to say :— 

‘“‘ Know all men by these presents, that 
I, A.B.. in consideration of paid 
to me by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, the receipt whereof is hereby 
acknowledged, grant, birgain, sell and 
convey unto the said The Canadian Pacific 
Railway Compauy, their successors ani 
assigns, all that tract or parcel of land 
(describe the land) to have and to hold the 
said land and premises unto the said 
Company, their successors ani assigns for 
ever. 

“« Witness my hand and seal, this 

day ot 
one thousand eight hundred and 
‘Signed, Sealed and Delivered 
in presence of A.B,[L.S] 
re. D: 
4 oR.” 
-Orjin any Other form to the like effect. 

53. That Her Mayjesty’s naval and mili- 
tary forces,*whether imperial or Canadian, 
Regular or Militia, and all artillery, am- 
munition, baggage, provisions, or other 
stores for their use, and all officers and 
others travelling on Her Majesty’s naval or 
military or other service, and their baggage 
and stores, shall at all times, when the 
Company shall be thereunto required by 
one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries 
of State, or by the Commander of Her 
Majesty’s Forces in Canada, or by the 
Minister of Militia and Defence of Canada, 
or by the Chief Naval Officer on the North 
American Station on the Atlantic, or on 
the Pacific Ocean, be carried on the said 
railway on such terms and conditions, and 
under such regulations as the Government 
shall from time to time make. 

54. That the Justices of the Peace for 
any county or district in British Columbia 
and Manitoba, assembled in general or 
quarter sessions, shall have the power 
vested by section forty-nine of ‘: The Rail-~ 
way Act, 1868,’’ in the Justices so assem~ 
bled in the Province of Ontario as to the 
appointment of Railway Constables, and 
in places where there are no such sessions, 
any two Justices of the Peace in aay 
Province, or in any place not within a 
Province, shall have the powers given by 
the said section, to any two Justices of the 
Peace in Ontario for the appointment and 
dismissal of any such constables; and 
where there is no Clerk of the Peace the 
record of the appointment of a constable 
shall be dispensed with. 
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55. That it shall be lawful for the Gov. 
ernment, by order to be published in the 
Canada Gazette, on or before the first day 
of May, 1874, to declare this charter, and 
the several provisions thereof, and all 
contracts and agreements miie there- 
under between the Government and the 
Company to be null and void, if the Com- 
pany have not by the first day of January 
last preceding thit date, mide arrangea- 
ments to the satifaction of the Govern- 
mont for raising tha money requi-ed for 
the construction and working of the said 
railway. 

56. That the expression ‘ the Govern« 
ment’ and © the Goverior in Council” in 
this charter, mean the Governor General 
in Council ; and the expression “railway”’ 
includes as well the branches as the muin 
line of the Pacific Railway, except when 
the contrary appears from the context. 


And WE do, for ourselves, our heirs and 
suscessors, grant and declare that these 
Our Letters Patent, or the enrolmant 
thereof, shall be in and by all things valid 
and effectual in the law, according to the 
true intentand meaning of the same, and 
shall be recognized as valid and effectual 
by all our Courts and Judges, and all 
officars, persons, and bodies politic or 
corporate, whom it doth or shall or may 
concern. 


In festimMoyy WaHernor, We have caused 
these Vur Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Greal Seal of Canada to be 


hereunto affixed. Wityess, Our 
Right Trusty and Well Beloved 
Cousin and Councillor the Right 


Honorable Sir Freperico Tempus, Karl 
of Durrerin, Viscount and Baron 
Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the 
County Down, in the Peerage of the 
United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and 
Clandeboye of Ballyleidy and Kulle. 
leagh in the County Down, in the 
Peerage of Ireland and a Baronet, 
Knight of Our Most Llustrious Order 
ot Saint Patrick, and Kuight Com- 
mander of Our Most Honorable Order 
of the Bath, Governor General of 
Canada, and Governor and Com- 
mander-in-Chief in and over _ the 
Island of Prince Edward, and Vice 
Admiral of Canada and Prince Hd- 
ward. At Our Government Hoven, 
in our CITY OF OTTAWA, in Our 
Dominion, this Fifth day of February, 
in the year of Our Lord, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy~three 
and in the Thirty-sixth year of Uur 
Reign. 
By Command. : 
J. C, ATKINS, 
Secretary of State 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST of the Senators of the Dominion of Cauaie 
Fifth Session of the First Parliament, 1872, The Honourable 
JosEPH EDOUARD CAUCHON; Speaker. ee 


Senators. Post Office Address. 


The Honourable 


Atkins, James Cow.......- PIRATE barat « Richview. 
Allan, George William........... oe Toronto. 
VIA CISOU I OTE MA oa 8 tering ad x AEE Res Halifax 
TOMOGIA, LROMOS J) soni 5ix danse oe + Sydney, C. B. 
AFNANG, JOSED lie Feo cacng one snndeairesdss Riviere-des-Prairies. 
HRT SOg PUTO S LOCI. 0 oca es soicdenein an (ae St Catharines, Ontario. 
Bill, Ce ee nn, King’s County. 
TBE MO) LUCIE, oor vaig de Laws p< smn y Hae Waterford, Ontario. 
Botsford, Amos Edward. ........ 00.0: Westcock, Westmoreland. 
USO EHOL MUON foccesss. (tpacadqaeca tees Sydney. 
Bureau, Jacques Olivier...... 2 Montreal. 
Burnham, Asa Allworth....... 0.0.66. Cobourg. 
CAMLDUEL” DLCTANCET Sc vases 54x00 t30s Kingston. 

- Cauchon, Joseph E......... Be ae as Quebec. 
Chaffers, Wiltiam Henry........1..000 St. Césaire. 
CUPS ICN CHATICS 25 cs cons javnsesue St Denis, Kamouraska. 
CRIES ogee YAS, RN a Paris, Ontario. 
OTC NOTICES cans > tarcig ) (3.430 + spiae Plessisville. 
NPM TPT AIHOS oo ccc. cc crs ose aaessh 520s | St. John, N. B. 
PR CEY, WPOUETILD Ss 22cseks Feananee cep oes | Amherst. 
Dickson, Walter Hamilton............ Niagara. 
Duchesnay, A. Juchereau.....1.veseee Ste. “Catherines, Fossambault. 
Dacnesmay, ElLSeor L155, ravcee cess oes’ | Ste. Marie, Beauce. 
Dumouchel, LéEaRd re ....0¢.ccccecevecsee Ste. THArese de Blainville. 
POC USD OND fone. fons nocorpsncss press Bathurst. 
LEB OYE nah RINE PO Ee OEE Rey oe Montreal. 
NWR IA May 4 NE Es) ae Oe a A Belleville. 
[ESAS coil 1S oe Waterloo. 
Gilaster, Joli... +. Peer ara Oe ecient a Sunbury, N. B. 
Guévremont, Jean Baptiste........0++ Sorel. 
LO DES aisss gic cvaasaces eon sad | Kingston. 
TIQWULOR I ONBavensevesscccesensar sores! | Hawkesbury. 


Hazen, Robert Leonard....... 60.000: | St. John, N. B. 


SENATE. 


ALPHABETICAL List of Senators of the Dominion, &c.—(Con.) 


Senators. Post Office Address. 
The Honourable 
LOU GR a) ONT s+ ons aasccacns cass teens Pictou. 
MGA ES OTE CCAR OO eer es PS Halifax. 
VACOSIE, LOWS cso. se. i etalecden th vo Boucherville. 
LEONAT CL; LGU, ove Cw ig Bho see cun tee London. 
GSE Crd ONES Se or tte PETES lease cue oe Montreal. 
Letellier de St Just, Luc... ...........| Riviére-Ouelle. 
TCR O DION IE cai os ccases ner eens eres: “helburne, 
Macpherson, David Lewis ............ Toronto. 
Macfarlane, Alexander ...iiscsss0-00 rye Wallace, N.S. 
MeClelan,’ Abner “Retdstsisz sx sore qaes Hopewell, Albert County. 
NeGr de. Walter Avo ageauasecse tee Chatham, Ontario. 
McDonald, Donald........ AS Seyret rhs Toronto. 
McLelan, Archibald W.........1. +++ Londonderry, N. 8. 
MV CIM aster WtUTGT: 24 ctuute bidta singe: Toronto. 
MONOL, CHOLES ies oer aspihsee 0. ae Pointe-du-Lac. 
DVIGUNCSOM, TIDACTUCIC bcp ees ated veo cones « Perth. 
ET Ley“ WUNLLAG Nec mises heantuercnesons Halifax. 
IVER ELS. SUTUNEU Wa. e ee des (ants Ceara tate Hamilton. 
PEEL CHOI GL CLEV Iie ee uae th ances ck nea Newcastle, Miramichi. 
Worthy, Jeremiah visas mecnves caves: Lialifax. 
Odell, William Hunter........«. vesgvee|. PPeCericton. 
Obvier , LOWS EIN: taccoorcanwaserees Berthier. 
Bad goed BL TH GAL LULA) 0) gs nee Sa eT Chicoutimi. 
COSY, DAUR ree epee noe ke hin in tae Markham. 
Renaud, LOWES hn AR iiss aaencort vs 3 ae Ste. Martine, Sec a 
Robertson, TORI A ery sant a aboot pages St. John, N. B. 
Ross, John Peer euhs SL aLeede LU TUR S ae Toronto. 
Ryan. THOMAS! LSI econ seen Montreal. 
Sanborn, John Sewall:...0ii) usiectass Sherbrooke. 
Deymour, Ben] G47... en:145s5+4«.seaeeh LE OrbaLope, 
DAE SUMIES esas, tsinerz eee Smith’s Falls. 
PEDIPSON, SOM y rk tis tai engiageoaa Ae Bowmanville. 
MEU, “J OMES IEE OL, ccleugegee Roe eae Ottawa. 
Steeves, William Henry...... .... ..| St. John, N. B. 
POSRLET AIIINIC OSE PIb sn rusae dades vette Quebec. 
WEE DIOET Sis zeny eta oe EN Richibucto. 
Wilmot, Robert Duncan... ... pee agit Belmont, Sunbury. 
Wilson) CRGSUES Of. bre pte Montreal. 


| THE, HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Speaker —The Hon. JAMES CockBURN. Clerk—W. B. Linpsay, Esq. 


PROVINCE OF ONTARIO. 


Constituenctes. Members. Post Office Address. 

AU Gin STON. 55535504 James N, Lapum............ Napanee. 
AIC OMIA nas enee vane WEES UN PSO. «40010005 425. Sault Ste. Marie. 
BOUWOt ooo ccc cets ee: DOTA S Peck oc vccncvaas .|Bothwell. 
Brant Rie... sche TY BBG, I. DD) cess cores Brantford. 
va, + a 1 RCE RR TIOWAENT BTW O0G...«00<0e 0: y 
Brockville, Town....... DOS LOEW OTE, ns ccacgate usa: Brockville. 
Bruce, oa panes sak ACTA STOOL een an sc op adee ve Southampton. 
Je hao An OP a Francis Hurdon ........000. Kincardine. 
Cardiwoelliedi.. c..ysst:s T. R. Ferguson... Cookstown 
Carleton yc 54). cbiok SP ROLL ESP. eit choc sscce six ae « |Bell’s Corners. 
Cornwall, Town......... Hon. J. 8. Macdonald...... Cornwall. 
ED Vitke ris U5? Cpeaaenentet g PRO MALOSS 25 steele edie ene ccg et Iroquois. 
Darhamy Ey Rio... . ae EE UT LO poss etc tce vets Port Hope. 

1 ie | apna ela VITRO STG" SON ame REPO ke Toronto. — 
Yaar cocks ces aves PVE RDIOD ULE occ se wessrads Staffordville. 
POU ace ace caer (s PSTTES MATT OCR ES ccmceneels Wardsville. 

TSSOR ie Fe as elles oc DONO GHMOT. nec cont ncawrced. Windsor. 
FOTOWGE IAG io cstcig ance cmyele TRIO PUIE CTE ince arene Kingston. 
Ba Fey e 0 7 co Nea eR 3 WPA SIMA CEON A dai. eo song: Alexandria. 
(Free. iicces snee'- Walter Shanly...cccoce cooeee Montreal. 
Crem ONT coke eave ven nert- ee OSTA ET oo ee cna Owen Sound. 
PONS ao 1 eee Ga CLO TIMOR MIN  Ple tone see Seine: Bentinck. 
Haldimand gir... tc TOON EDSON Gagne cese nines de ‘Indiana. 
je UR Reis eecres ae eae Le Ree DONTIM UAE Levee .catauces he Milton. 
Hamilton, City. ..<>- CHRONO SUT es oo voles Hamilton. 
ee iE ei McKenzie Bowell........... Belleville. 
! Dee aaa ac PONV ICE) np tances ceiceus oh | e: 

- We ucecse sere PAIMES PBROWN ... - vnres ss vena “ 

Huron, Re. eee Joseph Whitehead........... ‘Clinton. 
Aen eS ee NERO CUIICTON, vangotccascy es ‘Goderich. 

HCN Sg ha) , gale i ne Rufus Stephenson.......... Chatham. 

Kingston, City........... Hon. Sir J. A. Macdon- 

Fat Ginn CB... RRO Ottawa. 
Dammbitons i. esc. eee Alex. Mackenzié........006 ‘Sarnia. 
Lanark, Nite ea he eed: Hon. W. Mc Dougaill....... Ottawa. 

S. | Fhe ae anne PPC AIENTONES.< oy civetesserede. Perky 
Leeds & Grenville, N. 
FUE ines cece ns y= Francis Jones....... . seve Kemptville 


Leeds, 8. R.. sie ee John CrawfOtd..,...-000.0042 ‘Toronto. 


THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.—Continued. 


PROVINCE OF ONTARIO.—Con. 


Constituencies. Members. Post Office Address. 
TISON OX ores Fh up- +> RS COV Bart SRL csp cies ss Kingston. 
iron... SA hese & heee |) Reig gos eee crepems - St. Catherines. 
POD OM SOU oars ne cat Hon. John Carling.......++. London. 
Middlesex, Nace ThOS! SCQUCHELG «cats cartes ° 

“ lira: bacchrch Crowell Willson.....cceceee . 

" Wess, ease. A. P. Macdonald......+00::. Glencoe. 

WE OUCI so echt wns sede ‘Lb, McCallie ee ... Stromness. 
Niagara, Town.......... Angus Morrison... s.r Toronto. 
Wortonk IN ¢ usc. s5 satus: A: Walshe wee oer Simcoe. 
. 8, A ey ee tie Pr PU LUWSON ec ac ories tat Port Dover. 
N orthumberland, Priky.|JOSCD) OM Cele ers enc cece aret Colborne. 
W.R Hon. J. Cockburnuscceees. Cobourg. 
Ontario, N. Lee mee eae J. A. THOMPSON, <cwe re - ice Cannington 
‘inp ial ate Suh 8 At | LOS LV, CD OSes vistuas Oshawa. 
Ottawa, Cityy ceria. JOS. 1 CUNTLCT as ara Gate: Ottawa. 
Oxford, No st See, TL OWUC acs ede hie ea as Woodstock. 
Sea eee a ELV, BOUND el tes seta teas bos Ingersoll. 
Pool vos dhs ox Sat on Hon. J. Cameron.........++- Toronto. 
Perth tN x ccc ca hee eyl te ReGOT. acs easter Stratford. 
gaia BN NR “A R. Macfarlane......... ules ne 
Peterboro’, E. R......... POM GHOUGE aig See congtie Norwood. 

ss WwW Tease, |CHOS. FC1iY a. coe. neue cous. VPeterboro’. 
eVCSCOLLS +s enol baianet ys Albert LA Gg Wiig 3 sca esas asiaros Plantagenet. 
Prince Edward......... Valier HOSS, i a aes ee Picton. 
Renfrew, N. R....... . |Hon. Sir F. Hincks........ Ottawa. 

: S. Hote aay... J. L. Macdoug allence. 6.50: Ottawa. 
ISTIGSCL 2 unvdds emechit J: A. Grothe Meld. ok, cat Ottawa. 
pimcoe, N. Rn: a.xa. TD. Me Conhed, caus cane Barrie. 

Stall weal tent WC, Litiles .peneeess Allendale. 
BLOPMONt sa. hae SANE AU x <cuteeees tee, Aultsville. 
HM OTONLO) Li... cenzta ernie: SUMS COE. cites arenes Toronto. 

WW Pee eicar ern Fi, AL HOrrasae. cc. exseanes - 
VicGboria,. Nie Toons. JONNM MOTION, vecn% «niecvd- Woodville. 
ARES LT aa FE GC, Kempt. cx: kina stiles sees te Lindsay. 
Waterloo, i, Pee jd. EL, DOW MUM sip cue Shear ie St. Jacob’s. 
Sth eel y: NOUS oo 0 dk Oe beige tet ts Galt. 
Welland PAPERS SY TA EBC et ahr aad Chippewa. 
Wellington, fi RE eee A IT OAD ete nce the Elora. 
Holt ge fe LD TTT ON: v0 Sate, ae Ts Guelph. 

+ Oa ete. < fd US AOA OSS cc tai, oe Cumnock. 
Wentworth, N. R....... 7 8 TS ee ne © Warterdown. 
af re ae Fugees BE LOSER LGM n en ates sean Barton. 

York, Tee SR 8 dames Metcall.. «ical: Toronto. 
INSU? eeaaka eats James P. Wels ican + stter King. 
eM ONE sLuseckciacs: tes Bam WV TELE yo ove as deste’ Richmondyille., 
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Constituencies. Members. Post Office Address. 
ATHLONE. . «0. <.60e sass. Hong. J, C. Abbott. .2... Montreal. 
DAL Ot at. on ganGusis).- bee LV OTON. ah. 3A. St. Rosalie. 
Ln TET Vee Seeger | Bape Ce IROL EE 85.0 a nade Quebec. 
Heannarmnois .....2...5..- Bi ahd C711 ele DOS Beauharnois. 
Bellechasse.... ....... ...! TOUT MECE cho dds cess Quebec. 
Berihier.” 00 cast lect. PON SISO AAT SA CR SA St Cuthbert. 
Bonaventure ......... +... pp ILO ODLOTULC. sions ty sede sles New Carlisle. 
PANO MIE ai i vok nc va< odbc: Hone. C DUHhiN,..7. sashes Knowlton. 
Cham phy..: ores t. ais. Bim IE TOUL oon tae en Soh St. Hubert. 
UOhamplaiitjcern-/.t.1%. AOI) a) MOSS OLY - asary hs St. Ann de la Pérade. 
(SRATICVOIK: «<< inland - fet es OGY Re eee Ae Ae Malbaie. 
Chateauguay............. LOH pee I OUOWs. 0 45s Montreal. 
Chicoutimi&Saguenay|P. A. Tremblay............- Chicoutimi. 
Compton aac. sane. SREP OLS Coss hepa una the Cookshire. 
Dorehesiorce.). sin3c..:. Hon. H. L.Langevin, C.B.\Quebec. 
Drummond & Artha- | ‘ 
DAB Keine. fatdetes » Sargon pA, CUE CU sidansan coer Pierreville. 
Cres) ee a ene TIAL OF iar ks pecs poe caten iyuebec. 
Hochelawarg i71.ad.- - et AN Ae Dorin. ..ss5 bc Montreal. 
Hunting dotvasnis, ..2. Le SCTIUEL. Resodadeans fe ...| Hemminegford. 
Lbervilles..5.., reuse. | Francois Bechard........... Iberville. 
Jac: Cartichouras ovy.7. GG. Gaucher.......5 0000s. Ste. Geneviéve. 
Joliebtesiy. 7 eredlt uae. Pee Godt ticks ots 2 Joliette. 
Keemouraska. t..-s sis Mir emtm TCLICIIETs atccee eee Quebec. 
IGA DEBIT tenis ves ses Ae USONUCHUIL. ..c0osebss Laprairie. © 
L’Assomption........ ... Hon. L. Archambault...... L’Assomption. 
Og: wre cers aoe aes WYER ASG ee Cpeaprmea as au St. Vincent de Paul. 
Ve wibetenct eet tt: Hon. J. G. Blanchet....;... Levis. 
Ube T Ey Oe AEG ey pdt hat Bau $i 51 11 Ae Ne oe COPS REE L’Islet. 
LOL DIINIeT eter teres (i epk Cok [00 Pay Serene an Quebec 
Maskinonge .............. ECC Jodirny Hemop amore 2 EE St. Léon 
NCEA TT Ch et ce ene te Hon. Geo. Irvine.......c.0+ Quebec. — 
WEpSUP OO tie. ese ery ss EL db) ABIL Rape > EDA Cowansville. 
Montesano tee TOSTDUST OSE Des ke kek bet St. Julienne. 
NOONUBAGD YG sence ssea>: Hon. J. O. Beaubten....... Montmagny. 
Montmorency ........... PTGS O15. eevee to sone waxy eo Quebec 
Montreal Centre......... "FROSS (WOT FIMO. 0230022 > Montreal. 
E ETS he ORR Hon. Sir George E. Car- 
LLCS BLL ge Hi 
: 0 LTS) alae WPT? Tiyaiere cs .scoveasnet i 
Napieruilioge-c s,s. State Copal. :o:...5 tenes. Lacolle. 
INICOMee ee tr... tS Tost GOUT AND. pcos sases oo Gentille. | 
Oite wales: can. vi bal eo Fed amo R peppy ieee Ircnside, Hull. 
LMuLG ah) cans 2 ae pee a Vd ECU 14 Ra ORY EOE Portage du Fort. 


POLS cece ke Sse oes METS RT OUSSEAM western 5 aces Quebec. 
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Constituencies. Members. Post Office Address. 
Quebec Centre........... G. H. Simard...............|\Quebec 

bet, Ludionicrstacreets \Adolphe Tourangeau....... | ‘t 

ie Wepetituicn, Hon. T. McGreevy... rs 
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DOMINION 
PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


IN THE 


FIFTH SESSION OF THE FIRS? PARLIAMENT oF THE DOMINION oF 


CANADA WHICH WAS CALLED TO MEET, FOR THE DESPATCH 
OF BusINESs, ON THURSDAY, THE 11TH Aprit, A.D., 1872, 
IN THE 35TH YEAR OF THE REIGN oF HER Masesty QUEEN 


VICTORIA. 


oo —____ 


THE RIGHT HONOURABLE 


Maat oC AR 


GOVERNOR GENERAL OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA, 


THE SENATE. 
Orrawa, April 11, 1872. 


This day, at three o’clock, P. M., His 
Excellency the Governor General pro- 
ceeded in state to the Chamber of the 
Senate, in the Parliament Buildings, and 
took his seat upon the Throne. The mem- 
bers of the Senate being assembled, His 
Excellency was pleased to command the 
attendance of the House of Commons, and 
that House being present, His Excellency 
was pleased to open the Fifth Session of 
the First Parliament of the Dominion of 
Canada, with the following Speech from 
the Throne: 


Hon. Gentlemen of the Senate. 

Gentlemen of the House of Commons. 

The auspicious recovery which the mer- 
cy of Providence vouchsafed from the well 
nigh mortal illness of the Prince of Wales, 
called forth a universal expression of joy 


and thankfulness throughout the Empire. 
All classes of the people testified their 
deep sense of relief from the anxieties of 
a long and painful suspense by joining 
their beloved Queen in a public Thanks. 
giving which proved in vastness of attend- 
ance and unanimity of feeling the grand- 
est and most impressive ceremony ever 
witnessed in the British Capital. . 

I invite you to follow the good example 
on the fifteenth day of this month. 

It was thought advisable to defer the 
solemnity until after the meeting of Par- 
liament, and | feel assured that the Mem. 
bers of the two Houses, as well as all Her 
Majesty’s faithful subjects throughout the 
Dominion will be anxious to unite in 
celebrating the occasion with all becoming 
observance and loyal alacrity. 

Your Meeting has itself been postponed 
to a later season than usual, upon consi- 
derations of Imperial as well as Colonial 
interest, and at the instance of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. 


© 


8 Speech from 
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The young Province of Manitoba, was | the progress achieved will be laid before 


last September threatened with an_inva- 


i awless ssons from the United 
Seana ks iar | thinking that the long contemplated im- 


States. Prompt measures for resistance 
were adopted by the local authorities and 
attended with the best results. 

in order to reassure the people of the 
Province, and to prevent a recurrence of 
the outrage, I ordered a force of two hun- 
dred Militiamen to be sent to Foit Garry. 

Notwithstanding the inclement season 
of the year the troops surmounted the dif- 
ficulties of the march with energy and 
success, thus proving not only their own 
discipline and endurance, but also the 
value of the route through our own Ter- 
ritory. 

The accounts of the expenditure occa- 
sioned by this expedition will be laid be. 
fore you, and you will be requested to 
pass a Bill to indemnify the Government, 

A copy of the Treaty made at Washing- 
ton last year between Her Majesty the 
Queen and the United States of America, 
in which the Dominion has so great an 
interest, will be laid before you. 

So much of the papers and of the com. 
pleted correspondence as can be made 
public without injury to the interests of 
the Empire or of Canada, will also be at 
once submitted for your information, and 
your attention will be invited to this im- 
portant subject. 

A conference was held at Ottawa in Sep- 
tember last, on the important subject of 
Immigration, at which the Government of 
the Dominion, as well as those of every 
Province, were represented. 

Ascheme for joint and several action 
was provisionally arranged, to which [ 
invite your attention. 

I do not doubt that you will be inclined 
tomake ample provision for the encour- 
agement of Immigration with the main- 
tenance and extension of which the devel- 
opment of the vast natural resources of 
Canada is so vitally interwoven. 

Since last Session the union of British 
Columbia with Canada has been happily 
consummated,and her representatives now 
take part in your deliberations. 

In order to open up and settle the fertile 
‘Territories of the North West, and to link 
British Columbia therewith, it will be ne- 
cessary for you to make provision for the 
construction of a Railway to the Pacific 
ocean, in conformity with the terms of 
ller Majesty’s Order in Council uniting 
British Columbia with the Dominion. An 
“ppropriation was made in the last Session 
iov the preliminary Survey of the route 
ior this Railway. The work has been 


you. 
You will, I trust, concur with me in 


provement and extension of our system 


| of Canals ought to be vigorously prose- 


SS tn ena wo ee 


cuted. 

‘he rapid increase in the trade of Can- 
ada, and the importance of competing 
tor, and accommodating the commerce of 
the Great West, render it necessary that 
the means of transport by water should 
be cheapened and facilitated. 

I have to request your serious considera- 
tion of this subject, and in connection 
With it, the expediency of providing a di- 
rect water communication between the 
Gulf of St. lawrence and the Bay of 
Fundy. 

The decennial Census having been 
taken last year, the duty of readjusting 
the representation in Parliament of the 
four Provinces originally constituting the 
Dominion devolves upon you now, ac- 
cording to the terms of the Union Act. 

A measure for the purpose wil! accord— 
ingly be submitted tor your considera. 
tion. 

Among other measures, Bills will be 
presented to you relating to the Judges of 
Superior Courts—to the regulation and 
management of the public lands and 
mines of the Dominion in Manitoba and 
the North West Territories, and for the 
amendment of the laws relating to the 
public health. 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


The accounts of the past year will at 
once be laid before you, and likewise a 
statement of the receipts and expenditure 
of the current year, up to the close of 
the last month. 

It is gratifying to me to be able to an- 
nounce to you that the revenue for the 
past, as well as that for the current year, 
will be considerably in excess of what was 
estimated, and that consequently there is 
no reason to apprehend embarrassment 
from the immediate commencement of the 
contemplated public improvements. 

The estimates for the ensuing year will 
be submitted to you, and I trust that you 
will be of opinion that the supplies which 
my Government will ask you to vote for 
the service of Her Majesty can be granted 
without inconvenience to her Canadiin 
subjects. 

Hon. Gentlemen of the Senate : 

Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


I have all the more satisfaction in re- 
curring to your counsel and assistance at 
this period, inasmuch as I may congratu- 


diligently prosecuted, and a report of late you on the general prosperity of the 
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country, and the fortunate issue of the 
steps taken to unite and consolidate the 
vast territories which now form the Do- 
minion. 

I feel assured that you will continue to 
devote the same assiduity as in the past 
to the augmented labours, which the 
exigencies of more numerous constituen- 
cies and a wider sphere of operations 
demand at your hands, and I earnestly 
pray that your efforts in the path of duty 
may be so happily guided as to maintain 
peace and justice in all the borders of the 
land, and ensure the happiness and 
lasting welfare of all c!asses of its inhabit- 
ants. 


and took the usual oaths : 
Hon. Messrs. Sutherland, Macdonald, 


Carrall, Cornwall, and Girard. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a Bill 


pro forma. 


A Return of Baptisms was laid on the 


table. 
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT. 


Mr, SPEAKER laid before the House, 
the Report of the Librarian of the House 


of Commons, on the state of the Library 


of Parliament. 
The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, April 11, 1872. 


The Commons having returned to their 
own Chamber, Mr. Speaker resumed the 
Chair. 

The following members were intro. 
duced, and took their seats: Hon. Mr. 
Pope, of Compton; Mr. Nathan, of Vic- 
toria, British Columbia; Mr. Carter, of 
Brome, Province of Quebec; Mr. Wallace, 
of Vancouver's Island; Mr. Thompson, ot 
Cariboo; Mr. Houghton, of Yale Kowte- 
nay District, British Columbia; Mr. De 
Cosmos, British Columbia; end Mr. Nel- 
son, of New Westminster. 


PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS. 


Resolved, 'That the Votes and Proceed. 
ings of the House be printed, being first 
perused by Mr. Speaker, and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof; and that no 
person but such as he shall appoint do 
presume to print the same. 

Resolved, That Select Standing Commit- 
tees of this House for the present Session 
be appointed for the following purposes: 
1, On Privileges and Elections.—2. On 
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Expiring Laws.—3. On Railways, Canals 


The following Senators were introduced 


Business. 6 


and Telegraph Lines.—4. On Miscella- 
neous Private Bills.—5. On Standing Or. 


ders.—6. On Printing.—7. On Public Ac- 
counts.—8. On Banking and Commerce.— 


9. On Immigration and Colonization, — 


which said Committees shall severally be 
empowered to examine and enquire into 
all such matters and things as may be re- 


ferred to them by the House; and to re- 


port from time to time their observations 


and opinions thereon ; with power to send 
for persons, papers and records. 

Resolved, 1st.—Tbat if anything shall 
come in question touching the Return or 
Election of any Member, he is to with- 
draw during the time the matter is in 
Debate; and all members returned upon 
double Returns are to withdraw until their 
Returns are determined. 

Resolved, 2nd.—That if it shall appear 
that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or 
hath endeavored so to be, by bribery or 
corrupt practices, this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against all such 
persons as shall have been wilfully con- 
cerned in such bribery or other corrupt 
practices. 

Resolved, 3rd.—That the offer of any 
money or other advantage to any Member 
of the House of Commons, for the pro- 
moting of any matter whatsoever, depend. 
ing or to be transacted in the Parliament 
of the Dominion of Canada, is a high 
crime and misdemeanor, and tends to the 
subversion of the Constitution. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD 
moved, seconded by Sir GHORGE E, 
CARTIER, that the Speech from the 
Throne be taken into consideration to- 
morrow. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE desired to be in- 
formed if it were the intention of the Gov- 
ernment to lay before the House the pro- 
mised correspondence relative to the 
Treaty of Washington before the House 
proceeded to take into consideration the 
speech from the Throne. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD: It is not. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said: The speech 
from the Throne had promised that the 
desired-for correspondence should he pre- 
sented for the consideration of the House. 
The speech inferred that the House should 
discuss the treaty, and now the House was 
asked to discuss the treaty without hav- 
ing the papers before it. 

Hon, Sir J. A. MACDONALD.—Discus- 
sions on Addresses from the throne were 
things of the past. In Kuglind such ad- 
dresses were not now discussed, In the 
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House of Commons in England it was cus- 
tomary to adopt the Address unless if was 
intended to move a vote of want of confi- 
dence. : 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON.—If the leader oi 
the House desired to follow English prece- 
dent he should proceed with the discussion 
of the Address at once. Such was the 
practice in England. Such a course was 
desirable, considering the late period at 
which the House had been called together 
and it would save much expense to the 
country. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked what steps 
the Government intended to adopt with re- 
gard to a return which had been brought 
before the House, last session, in which it 
was shown that tw» members from a Ma- 
nitoba constituency, had been returned by 
thesame number of votes, and the Govern- 
ment had promised to have a commission 
appointed to investigate the matter. The 
result had been that owing to the negli- 
gence of the Government, the constitu< 
ency was not represented at all. 


Hon. Sir G. E, CARTIER explained. The 
same course had been pursued as would 
have been followed under’ the rules 
auc pted for regulating such matters in the 
former Province of Canada. The hon. 
member for Lambton had not stated mat- 
ters tairly or the facts correctly. In 
Manitoba there was, at the period alluded 
to, no law in regard to contested elections, 
and there was no other course than to 
follow the enactment applying to the late 
Province of Canada. The matter had 
been referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, and the House could 
not do anything in the matter before that 
Committee had reported, a report being 
rendered impossible by the absence of 
members of the Committee on the other 
side of the House. © 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—The hon, gen 
tleman had no doubt stated a part of the 
circumstances correctly ; but he must bear 
in mind that he was then acting as the 
leader of the House, and must accept the 
responsibility attaching to that position. 
I: was very improper that in so young a 
Province one seat should be now unre- 
presented. oh 


Hon. Sir GEO. E, CARTIER said that the 
fault was entirely that of the other side 
of the House. The members of the 
lection Committee on that side had 
refused to act, and therefore the injustice 
complained of. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE—The memory of the 
Minister of Militia seems to be failing him. 
He (Mr. Blake) during the last days of 


Hon. Str J, A, Macdonald. 
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the previous session bad suggested that 
steps should be taken to have the seats 
filled. It was the duty of Parliament to 
take such steps, and if there were no 
quorum of the Committee on Elections 
and Privileges, certainly the Opposition 
were not to blame for that. 1t had been 
referred to a Committee of the House 
simply to be burked, and Ministers being 
omnipotent had burked it accordingly. © 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER was read- 
ing from the journals of the House in 
reference to the action taken in the case 
of the elections of Lisgar and Provencher, 
when he was called to order by 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, who observed 
that the discussion had no reference what 
ever to that subject. 


Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER hoped that 
the honorable member for Lambton would 
not try to confuse him. The question now 
stood in precisely the same condition as it 
did last session. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON—The Minister of 
Militia has admitted that he wished the 
matter to be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, but he had 
failed to have it so referred, and was 
therefore blameable. 


Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
the returns had been made up in sucha 
way as to be no returns at all. 


The discussion here came to an end. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moy- 
ed, seconded by Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, 
that when the House adjourns to-morrow 
it stand adjourned until Tuesday next, 
in order to afford the members an’ oppor- 
tunity of joining in the celebration of the 
public thanksgiving on account of the re- 
covery of His Royal Highness: the Prince 
of Wales. 

The motion was unanimously carried. 

The House adjourned at 4.20 p.m. 


SENATE. 


Fripay, 12th April, 1872, 
The SPEAKER took the Chair at three 
o’clock, 
NEW MEMBER, 
Hon. Mr. KAULBACK was introduced 
and took his seat after having gone through 


the usual formalities. 


e RETURNS. 


The SPEAKER laid on the table the 
Librarian’s Report for the present year. 


9 The 


Also a return of Baptisms and Burials for 
the several districts, 


MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved that when 
the House adjourn it stand adjourned until 
Tuesday next, in order to give members 
an opportunity of assisting in the Thanks. 
giving for the recovery of the Prince of 
Wales. He also stated that he would move 
an address of congratulation to Her Majesty 
on the same subject. 


ANSWER TO THE SPEECH. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD, in proposing the 
answer to the Address, exp:essed the 
peculiar pleasure he felt, as one of the in- 
habitants of the distant Province of Mani- 
toba, in giving his approval to the senti- 
ments contained therein. He made special 
reference to the illness of H.R. H. the 
Prince of Wales, the news of which had been 
read with the deepest regret by the peo- 
ple of the North West. He need not give 
the House the assurance that no portion 
of the people of Canada sympathized more 
deeply with Her Majesty, or felt greater 
satisfaction at the recovery of the Prince 
than the inhabitants of that little Province 
in the far Western wilderness. He could 
not too highly approve of the reference in 
the Speech to Manitoba, where the peo- 
ple. were deeply attached to British 
institutions and had no other desire 
than to: give them their support, 
and preserve and strengthen the connec- 
tion with the Dominion. He was perfectly 
satisfied with the manner in which the 
Government of Canada had acted to- 
wards that Province, and had no doubt 
that they would do their best to develop 
its resources. He ‘had read with int- 
erest that paragraph in the Speech which 
referred to the Treaty of Washington, and 
for one would be happy to give the ques- 
tion that consideration which its import- 
ance required. He had no doubt that 
the efforts of the Government to promote 
immigration would have happy results to 
the prosperity of the Confederation. He 
heard with satisfaction the announcement 
from the Throne that the Government in- 
tended. using their best efforts to con- 
struct such public works as were neces- 
sary for the development of the great re- 
sources of thir country, and he hoped 
that the time was not far distant when 
the locomotive would pass through the 
Province of Manitoba on its way to the 
Pacific coast. .The prosperous condition of 
the finances, and the Dominion generally, 
was to every one asubject of congratula- 
tion, and he was convinced that we had 
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every reason to look to the future with 
hopefulness. With these remarks he 
asked permission to move the following 
resolution for an Address to His Excellency 
the Governor General in answer to his 
speech from the Throne : 

‘That the following Address be pre- 
sented to his Excellency the Governor 
General, to offer the respectful thanks of 
this House to His Excellency, for the 
gracious Speech which His Excellency has 
been pleased to make to both Houses of 
Parliament, namely : 

To His Excellency the Right Honorable 
Joun, Baron Lise@ar, of Lisgar and Ballie- 
borough, in the County of Cavan, Ireland, 
in the Peerage of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britainand Ireland, and a Baronet,one 
of Her Majesty's Most Honorable Privy 
Council, Knight Grand Cross of the Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Knight Grand 
Cross of the Most Distinguished Order of 
Saint Michael and Saint George, Governor 
General of Canada, and Governor and 
Commander-in-Chief of the Island of Prince 
Edward. 


May it Please Your Excellency : 


We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal 
subjects, the Senate of Canada, in Parlia~ 
ment assembled, respectfully thank Your 
Excellency for your gracious speech at the 
opening of this Session. 

We agree with Your Excellency that the 
auspicious recovery which the mercy of 
Providence vouchsafed from the well nigh 
mortal illness of the Prince of Wales, 
called forth a universal expression of joy 
and thankfulness throughout the i mpire, 
and that all classes of the people testified 
their deep sense of relief from the anxie- 
ties of a long and painful suspense, by 
joining their beloved Queen in a public 
Thanksgiving, which proved in vastness of 
attendance and unanimity of feeling the 
grandest and most impressive ceremony 
ever witnessed in the British Capital. _ 

We thank Your Excellency for inviting 
us to follow the good example on the fif- 
teenth day of this month. We are glad 
that it was thought advisable to defer the 
solemnity until after the meeting of Par- 
liament ; and we assure Your Excellency 
that the meiubers of this House will be 
anxious to unite with all Her Majesty’s 
faithful subjects throughout the Dominion 
incelebrating the occasion with all be- 
coming observance and loyal alacrity. 

We thank Your Excellency for inform- 
ing us that our meeting has itself been 
postponed toa later season than usual, 
upon considerations of Imperial as well as 
Colonial interest, and at the instance of 
Her Majesty's Government. 
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We learn with regret that the young 
Province of Manitoba was, last September, 
threatened with an invasion of lawless 
persons from the United States. But we 
are happy to be informed that prompt 
measures for resistance were adopted by 
the local authorities, and attended with 
the best resulis; that in order to reassure 
the people of the Province, and to prevent 
a recurrence of the outrage, Your Excel- 
lency ordered a force of two hundred 
militiamen to be sent to Fort Garry ; and 
that, notwithstanding the inclement sea- 
son of the year, the troops surmounted 
the difficulties of the march with energy 
and success, thus proving not only their 
own discipline and endurance, bui also 
the value of the route through our own 
territory. 

We thank Your Excellency for the 
promise that the accounts of the expen- 
diture occasioned by this expedition will 
ke laid before us, and we will give our most 
attentive consideration to the Bill to in- 
demnify the Government which Your Ex- 
cellency has been pleased to inform us we 
shall be requested to pass. 

We are grateful also to Your Excellency 
for the intimation that a copy of the Treaty 
_ made at Washington last year between 

Her Majesty the Queen and the United 
States of America, in which the Dominion 
has so great an interest, will be laid before 
us, and that so much of the papers and of 
the completed correspondence as can be 
made public without injury to the interests 
of the Empire oxv.ot Canada will also be 
at once submitted for our information ; 
and we will respond to Your Excellency’s 
invitation by giving our best attention to 
this important subject. 

We rejoice to learn from Your Excet- 
lency that a conference was held at Ot- 
tawa in September last, on the subject of 
Immigration, at which the Government of 
the Dominion, as well as those of every 
lrovince, were represented; and that a 
scheme for joint and several action was 
provisionally arianged, to which Your 
Excellency is pleased to invite our atten- 
vion. We shall be well inclined to make 
ample provisions for the encouragement 
of Immigration, with the maintenance and 
extension of which the development of the 
vast natural resources of Canada is so 
vitally interwoven. 

It gives us great pleasure to be officially 
informed by Your Excellency that since 
last Session the union of British Columbia 
with Canada has been happily consum. 
mated, and that her representatives now 
take part in our deliberations. 

We thank Your Excellency for recalling 
our attention to the fact that in order to 
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open up and settle the fertile Territories 
of the North West, and to link British 
Columbia therewith, it will be necessary 
for Parliament to make provision for the 
construction ofa Railway to the Pacific 
Ocean, in conformity with the terms of 
Her Majesty’s Order in Council, uniting 
British Columbia with the Dominion, and 
for reminding us that an appropriation 
was made in the last Session for the pre- 
Jiminary Survey of the route for this Rail- 
way; and we are glad to learn from Your 
Excellency that the work has been dili- 
gently prosecuted, and that a report of 
the progress achieved will be laid before us. 

We concur with Your Excellency in 
thinking that the long contemplated im- 
provement and extension of our system of 
Canalsought to be vigorously prosecuted, 
and that the rapid increase in the trade 
of Canada, and the importance of com- 
peting for and accommodating the com- 
merce of the Great West, render it neces- 
sary that the means of transport by water 
should be cheapened and facilitated. As 
requested by Your Excellency we will 
give our serious consideration to this sub- 
ject, and in connection with it to the ex- 
pediency of providing a direct water com- 
munication between the Gulf of St. Law- 
rence and the Bay of Fundy. 

The decennial Census having been 
taken last year, and the duty of re- 
adjusting the representation in Parliament 
of the four Piovinces originally constitut- 
ing the Dominion, having devolved upon 
Parliament now, according to the terms 
of the Union Act, we shall not fail to give 
our best attention to the measure for the 
purpose which Your Excellency is pleased 
to inform us will be submitted for our 
consideration. 

Our attentive consideration will also be 
given to the Bills relating to the Judges of 
Superior Courts, to the regulation and 
management of the Public. Lands 
and Mines of the Dominion in Mani- 
toba and the North West  Territo- 
ries, and for the ameniment of the 
laws relating to the Public Health, which 
Your ixcellency has also been pleased to 
say will be presented to us, among other 
measures. 

We are grateful to Your Excellency for 
the expression of your satisfaction in re- 
curring to our counsel and assistance at 
this period ; and we beg leave to recipro- 
cate Your Excellency’s congratulations on 
the general prosperity of the country, and 
the fortunate issue of the steps taken to 
unite and cons lidate the vast territories 
which now form the Dominion. 

Your Excellency may rest assured that 
we shall continue to devote the same as- 
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siduity as in the past to the augmented 
labors which the exigencies of more nu- 
merous constituencies and a wider sphere 
of operations demand at our hands; and 
we unite with Your Excellency in earnest- 
ly praying that our efforts in the path of 
duty may be so happily guided as to main. 
tain peace and justice in all the borders of 
the land, and ensure the happiness and 
lasting welfare of all classes of its inhabi- 
tants. 


Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON, said in second- 
ing the Address, that it was not necessary 
that he should detain the House at any 
length after the very eloquent remarks 
that had fallen from the gentleman who 
had preceded hiin. He might say at the 
outset that he thought the House might 
safely assume that the people of the Do- 
minion had great cause for thankfulness 
when they considered the state of Canada 
as a whole. There was one subject on which 
there could be no difference of opinion— 
namely, the auspicious recovery of His 
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, 
which was a subject for rejoicing to the 
people of every part of the British Em- 
pire. The state of the finances was ex- 
ceedingly satisfactory, and he had no 
doubt that with judicious management 
there would be no necessity for increasing 
the burthens of the people of the Dominion. 
The revenue of the country appeared to 
be perfectly sufficient at the present time, 
not only for the ordinary expenses of the 
Dominion generally, but for the purpose 
of extending and improving the commu- 
nications of the Dominion by means of 
Canals and Railways. He hoped that the 
scheme for the encouragement of Immi- 
gration would lead to the early settlement 
of our newly acquired possessions, and no 
effort should be wanting to. carry out this 
object so indispensable to the progress of 
a young country. © 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER pz Sr. JUST said 
that it was not his intention to provoke 
discussion after the remarks that had _fal- 
len from the two gentlemen who had 
just resumed their seats. He congratu- 
lated the House on the presence ot the 
members from Manitoba and British Co- 
lumbia, and there could be no doubt in 
the minds of any one that they would 
render very valuable assistance to the 
work of legislation. He was confident 
that the remarks made by the hon. 
gentleman from Manitoba—that _the 
people were deeply attached to British 
institutions—were heard with peculiar 
satisfaction by the House, and would be 
read with pleasure by the people of the 
whole Dominion, who had no other desire 
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than to see that section peaceful and 
prosperous. He hoped that whenever the 
Government took measures for connect:- 
ing Canada with British Columbia, they 
would adhere tothe resolution they had 
brought up in the other branch—that the 
line should be constructed, not at the ex- 
pense of the Dominion, but through the 
agency of companies (hear, hear, from 
Ministerial benches). In conclusion he 
expressed his hope that the Government 
—and he referred especially to the Minis- 
ter for Marine and Fisheries—would take 
speedy measures to improve the naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence, so as to prevent 
such casualties as occurred last year. 

Hon. Mr. DICKEY said that since no 
controversial discussion had arisea it 
would be a breach of Parliamentary eti- 
quette and propriety to make any lengthy 
remarks. He did not intend to make a 
speech, but simply wished to express the 
satisfaction he felt as a representative of 


Nova Scotia to find that the 
Government intended opening up 
water communication between the 


Bay of Fundy and the Gulf of St. Law- 
rence—a scheme in which he had always 
taken the deepest interest and had done 
his best to promote under the convic- 
tion that it would be a great benefit to 
the whole country. 


In answer to Hon. Mr, BUREAU, 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL stated that the 
papers relative to the ‘Treaty would be 
laid on the table at the same time they 
were submitted to the Commons, though 
he could not state the exact day; and 
there would be ample opportunity given 
for discussion. 

The Address was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved, seconded 
by Hon. Mr. MITCHELL- that the said 
Address be presented to His Excellency 
by such members as are members of the 
Privy Council. Carried. 

The House then adjourned until Tues- 
day at 3 o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Fripay, 12th April, 1872. 
The SPEAKER took the Chair at a 4 to 
4 p.m. 
RETURNS. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House, — 
General Statements and Returns of Bap- 
tisms, Marriages and Burials, in the Dis- 
tricts of Joliette, Montmagny, Kamou- 
raska, Quebec, and Bedford, for the year 


‘ 
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1871,—and Supplementary Statement and 
Return of Bedford for the year 1870, 
Also,—Lists of Shareholders of the Bank 
of Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, on the 23rd 
January, 1872,—and of the Bank of Bri- 
tish North America on the Ist January, 
1872, in conformity with Act 34 Victoria, 


Chapter 5, Section 12. 
NEW MEMBER. 


Mr. CUMBERLAND, the newly elected 
member for Algoma was introduced by 
the Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald and 
the Hon. Sir Francis Hincks, and took 
his seat. 

THE ADDRESS. 

Mr. NATHAN (of Victoria, British Co- 
lumbia): 1 have the honor to move an 
Address in reply to tle speech of His Ex- 
cellency the Governor General,» which 
Address, I feel convinced, will commend 
itself to every member of this House. In 
being entrusted with the duty of moving 
this Address, I fully appreciate the com. 
pliment that has been paid the Province 
to which I belong, and in performing the 
duty, 1 crave that indulgence which this 
House is accustomed to accord io those 
who address it for the first time. The re- 
covery of His Royal Highness the Prince of 
Wales must necessarily be a matter of 
congratulation to every loyal Canadian, 
and the demonstrations of joy and thanks- 
giving that have been evinced by 
British subjects throughout the world 
cannot fail of awakening pleasurable 
feelings in the breasts alike of her most 
Gracious Majesty, H.R. H. the Prince, 
and all the Royal Family. It will be our 
duty on Monday to assist in giving formal 
expression to the sense of gratitude of the 
Canadian people to the Almighty for the 
great mercy he has vouchsafed us. and I[ 
feel convinced that in no part 0. Her Ma. 
jesty’s Empire will there have been a 
stronger or more sincere demonstration of 
joy than here. We fully appreciate the 


necessity of the postponed meeting of | 


Parliament, in view of the existence of 
grave considerations justifying that course, 
Again, since the last meeting of the House, 
has the peace of the country been dis- 
turbed by a threatened invasion of law- 
less individuals from the neighboring 
Kepublic. Thanks, however, to the 
promptness of the Government and the 
friendly action of the United States 
authorities, the evil was averted. The 
facility offered by the vast extent and 
scattered population of this country, to 
evilly disposed persons, to enter upon 
such nefarious undertakings would ap 
pear to call for measures of protection at 


Mr, Nathan. 
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vulnerable points, and more particularly 
would this appear to be the case at Fort 
Garry, where a body of militia should be 
retained to watch the safety of the com- 
munity. On the occasion I had referred 
to, as well ason previous occasions of a 
similar nature, the Canadian soldier had 
upheld his character for courage and en- 
durance: | Although circumstances pre- 
vented them meeting the disturbers of the 
tranquillity of their country face to face, 
their discipline and energy were fully 
proved by their successfully overcom- 
ing the obstacles of a march to 
Manitoba, through such a difficult country 
and at a most inclement season of the 
year, in so short a period. I am gure I 
only re-echo the feelings of all Canadians 
when | say that no reasonable expenditure 
on the part of the Government will be 
begrudged in defending the country from 
those outrages, and that the expenses that 
have been incurred in connection with the 
case in question, will be cheerfully voted. I 
trust that the marked and ignominious 
failures of all the efforts these filibusters 
have yet made, will deter them from making 
any iturther attempts in the same direction. 
We are glad to be informed that the Trea- 
ty of Washington which touched upon af- 
fairs of so much interest to this Dominion 
will be laid before the House, and 
that other communications bearing 
upon this important subject 
will be presented for our consideration, 
and I doubt not that the action taken will 
be that best calculated to conserve the true 
interests of the country. It must be uni- 
versally gratifying to learn from His Ex- 
cellency’s speech that so many subjects 
likely to promote our best interests have 
received that attention which their impor- 
tance demands, not the least of which is 
the question of Immigration. It is most 
satisfactory to know that a scheme for the 
encouragement of that movement will be 
laid before the House which will doubtless 
have the effect of attracting a larger share of 
European emigration to these shores than 
has hitherto reached us, and which will 
help to populate this large Dominion ex. 
tending from ocean to ocean, and capable 


of supporting so many millions of 
souls. Money devoted to such an 
object cannot be more advantage. 
ously invested — for population 


only is needed to make this Dominion one 
of the richest countries inthe world. ‘he 
admission of British Columbia must also be 
a subject of congratulation to this House. 
3y confederation with that Province you 
have secured a territory of 220,000 square 
miles, a land rich in metals, rich in coal, 
rich in timber, rich in fish, whose valleys 
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aré natural pastures. A country that, 
with its enormous resources, must ere 
long take its stand amongst the foremost 
Provinces of the Dominion. Apart from 

ie natural, the inherent wealth of the 
rovince, you have, by this connection, 
secured an outlet for commerce on the 
Pacific seaboard, which must afford incal- 
clilable advantages, and moreover such a 
measure was necessary as one of the steps 
in forming a compact nation out of a 
number of disunited Provinces, which, 
with adverse interests, and with local 
prejudices and no machinery for counter- 
acting these prejudicial influences, would 
never have commanded attention and 
réspect, or gained that degree of pros- 
perity which to-day characterized the 
Dominion. I need not say the House is 
fully prepared to make provision for the 
construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way, in accordance with the terms of 
union with British Columbia, as it is in 
fact a work of vital importance to the 
welfare of the Dominion. Among the 
many advantages we may expect from the 
building of that road is the populating of 
the Great North-West, a country surpass- 
ing any on the continent as a wheat-pro- 
ducing district, and the giving to that 


fertile land markets both on the 
Atlantic and _ Pacific shores of 
this continent, It will further 


offer usthe means of competing for, and 
probably securing, the bulk of the trade 
between Europe and Asia, which must 
bring to the Dominion great accession of 
wealth, and so enable her to occupy the 
place to which she is entitled by her vast 
territory and favorable geographical po- 
sition: Itisa source of gratification to 
learn that the preliminary survey of this 
road has been vigorously prosecuted. The 
extension ofthe canal system was a work 
of great importance, as well as a question 
of settling public lands in Manitoba and 
the North West ‘Territory. The increase 
of the revenue of the Dominion was a mat- 
ter for congratulation, indeed such in- 
crease was the best index of the general 
prosperity of the Dominion, for which the 
country was not a little indebted to the 
financial policy of the Government (hear, 
hear.) It was highly gratifying to know 
that the work of consolidating the various 
Provinces had been carried out in a con- 
stitutional manner. : 

The’‘honorable gentleman resumed _ his 
seat amid hearty applause. 

Mr. CARTER—In rising to second the 
Address, said—it would be impossible 
to find in the history of any Colonial Legis- 
lature that subjects of greater importance 
than those alluded to in His Excellency’s 
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speech has been submitted for consideras 
tion. Of the many important subjects 
alluded to I believe there is not one 
which commends itself more warmly and 


‘strongly to honorable members than the 


reference which has been made to the rex 
covery of H.R. H. the Prince of Wales 
and the appointment of a day of thanks- 
giving. All parties, without distinction as 
to nationality, religion, or political creed, 
will give a hearty response to the words of 
His Excellency. We should feel it our 
duty to return our thanks that it has 
pleased Providence to avert the threat- 
ened danger, and to restore to health 
the heir to the British Throne. 
The next paragraph in the speech 
alludes to the postponement of the meet- 
ing of Parliament, and I have no doubt, 
Mr, Speaker that we shall find that the 
delay was prompted by a desire to serve 
the best interests of the country. 
The recent invasion of the young Pro- 
vince of Manitoba by lawless persons from 
the United States is next referred to, 
and we have reason to congratulate the 
country on the prompt and _ successful 
measures for resistance taken by the local 
authorities,and by the Government in send- 
ing aid to the inhabitants of the Province 
in order to ‘prevent any recurrence of si- 
milar troubles, To the volunteers théem- 
selves too much praise cannot be given 
for the prompt and efficient manner in 
which they discharged their duty at a sea- 
son of the year when itwas considered 
almost impossible for them to surmount 
the difficulties of a march to Fort Garry. 
Lhe importance of the Treaty of Wash- 
ington cannot be overrated. We must 
look back to the time anterior to the 
events which took’ place, and which re- 
sulted in the appomtment of the High 
Commission. There was a great feeling 
of anxiety in the country owing to the 
unsettled state of the relations between 
England and the United States. Fortu- 
nately the clouds of war which threatened 
us have been dispersed, and the effect’ has 
been a quietening of the public mind and 
a restoration of the trade of the country. 
It would be premature to enter into'a 
discussion of the details, the time for that 
will be when the papers are brought 
down. It is evident, however, from the 
manner in which the treaty was framed 
that England had every desire to extend 
her protection to Canada, and to sustain 
us in our undoubted rights, and I think 
that we have reason to congratu- 
late ourselves that Her Majésty 
should have selected as Commissioner 
that distinguished statesman, Sir John A. 
Macdonald, The subject of immigration is 
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of such vast importance, and so intimately 
connected with the development of the 
country and its resources, that it should 
command the earnest attention of the 
Government. In connection with the ex- 
tension of our canal system the construc- 
tion of a Pacific Railway and other public 
works, this question must also be consid. 
ered of great importance. With reference 
to the recent acquisition of British Colum - 
bia, I think that I am expressing the 
feelings of all when I say that we have 
reason to congratulate ourselves upon the 
event, and_ that we have now 
among us representatives of that 
distant Province From the statements 
made to ys by the gentleman who so ably 
moved the Address, we cannot doubt that 
the acquisition of British Columbia is of 
such vast importance to the New Do- 
minion, that it will well repay any outlay 
by the country in carrying out the pro- 
jected Pacific Railway (hear, hear). As 
to the finances of the country, it must be 
gratifying to all to know that our resources 
are such as to enable us to meet without 
embarrassment all the claims to be made 
upon us for the great public improve- 
ments foreshadowed in His Hxcellency’s 
speech. It isa strong evidence of the 
great advantages that we _ derive 
from Confederation — advantages, I 
may say that were scarcely anticipated, [ 
entertain no doubt that if these improve- 
ments are carried out we shall be able to 
assume the proud position of being con 
sidered a great Nationality, but still re- 
taining our connection with the British 
Crown, to shine as one of its brightest 
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structions from England not to call Par- 
liament together earlier, but he ques- 
tioned whether, if there were such 
instructions they had not been issued at 
the instauce of hon. gentlemen Opposite 
and to suit their own views, He coms 


plained that for reasons which would pro- 
‘bably prove to be of the most trivial 


nature, the members of that House should 
be obliged to attend at a time in every 
The hon. gentle- 
man who had seconded the Address had 
said that the speech was remarkable for 
the great measures it foreshadowed, but 
he (Mr. Mackenzie) really could not see 
what those measures were. In his view 
it was rather remarkable for the omission 
of important measures that ought to have 
been foreshadowed. In fact it would seem 
that if they wanted to obtain the policy of 
the Government they must look to news- 
papers and pamphlets instead of to the 
speech from the Throne. One member 
of the Government had stated in Montreal 
that the Government had determined 
upon deepening Lake St. Peter, but there 
was no mention of this in the speech. 
Then again before they had had time to 
develop the resources of the country un. 
der the presentorder, they found another 
Cabinet Minister discussing in public the 
question of entire separation from the 
Mother Country. Stating that he 
referred to the address of the Secre. 
tary of State for the Provinces made 
in Ottawa, he quoted some of his re- 
marks, which he characterised as the most 
extraordinary language ever used by a 
Minister of the Crown, and as utterly un- 


iewels in time of peace, and be a source of | warranted. The hon. gentleman had ap- 


strength in time of war. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, on rising, con- 
gratulated the young members who had 
moved and seconded the address, and wel- 
comed them to the House. The admission 
of British Columbia into the Union was to 
him a matter of sincere congratulation, as 
he believed it to be in the interest of the 
eatire Dominion that all branches of the 
british family on the continent should be 
united under the same form of Govern- 
ment. He referred to the statements 
made at the recent elections in British 
Columbia that the Opposition in the 
House were hostile to the union ot that 
Jrovince with the Dominion, but their 
only hostility had been to the proposition 
to impese conditions on that union alto- 
gether impossible of performance. He 
then referred to the delay that had oc- 
curred in calling the House together, 
complaining that no single reason had 
been given for such delay. They were 
told that Government had received in- 
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peared to think that the American people 
were a mere horde of savages ready to 
pounce on Canada on the first oppor tunity, 
but he believed that the sense of law and 
justice which pervaded the minds of the 
great mass of public menin America was 
such as would enable Canada to rest in 
perfect security. The hon. gentleman, 
however, seemed .to anticipate some- 
thing different. Ifhe and his colleagues 
had grounds for doing so, and if their 
policy was separation and independence, 
let them say so, and he would challenge 
them to the issue. He thought it would 
be far more becoming in ministers to bend 
their energies to the building up of the 
the country, the increasing of its popula- 
tion by immigration, and the raising of it 
to as high a standard as possible in the 
world, instead of pointing out its defence- 
less state If, as would appear, the Gov- 
ernment had views of some such separation 
let them bring down their policy. He 
then referred to the speech of the member 
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for North Lanark, lately delivered at 
Hamilton, and said it seemed a very 
notable instance of extremes meeting 
to find that member of the same mind 
with the Secretary of State for the Pro-~ 
vinces. The member for Lanark had also 
referred to utterances of persons in 
England, but such utterances being 
made by irreponsisble people were of 
small consequence, and until the Imperial 
Government evinced the disposition 
to act in the manner suggested, 
he did not think the question 
should be discussed. Referring to the 
Treaty of Washington, the member from 
Brome had spoken of the very great credit 
which it reflected on the distinguished 
statesman who represented Canada, but 
that gentleman would find that there was 
avery great diversity of opinion on that 
subject, and that probably a majority of 
the House took a very different view. ‘Ue 
might say that the London Times had 
said in speaking of the proposition to ap- 
point a new commission, that a new 
Commission might be appointed, but 
certainly not with the same Commission- 
ers, and he thought that whatever allow: 
ances might be made for British statesmen 
coming out to deal with Canadian ques. 
tions, nosuch excuse could be made for 
the Commissioner who had represented 
that House. The Secretary of State for 
the Proyinces in his lecture had termed 
the Treaty a Comedy of Errors, and an- 
other minister had stated at Quebec, that 
when it was seen that there was 
an _ intention to give up. the 
fisheries for the small consideration men- 
tioned in the Treaty, the Government 
protested energetically, but that the 
British Government, nevertheless, in- 
structed the Commissioners to sign the 
Treaty. The instructions of the Imperial 
Government, however, never contem. 
plated all the Commissioners signing the 
‘Treaty, and he scarcely understood how 
the ‘distinguished statesman’ could 
claim much credit if he signed a treaty 
of which he did not approve. Another 
omission from the speech he referred to, 
as the claims of New Brunswick, which 
were now being brought forward. He re- 
ferred to the manner in which Nova 
Scotia had been treated as having been 
the means of opening the way for com- 
plaints from other Provinces, and claimed 
that 1f the proposition of his side of the 
House had been accepted, there would 
have been no opportunity for re-opening 
these questions. They were told by Com- 
missioners from New Brunswick who had 
visited Ottawa that the Governs 
ment had given them every reason 
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to believe that their demands would 
be fairly and justly considered, and some 
accommodation made, and yet there was 
no mention of this in the Speech. He 
supposed Quebec would coie next, and 
it would never do for Ontario to lag 
behind. Either the gentlemen from New 
Brunswick had been deceived by the Goy- 
ernment, or the Governmen’ were deceiv- 
ing the House. He then referred to the 
absence of Jaws for trying controverted 
elections in Manitoba, or for securing pu- 
rity of election, and complained that 
these matters were not mentioned in the 
Speech. Again there was no mention of 
the Supreme Court Bill, which, on former 
occasions, had been considered of such 
great importance. ln point of fact scarcely 
anything was mentioned. No reference 
was made to the conduct of the Lieut. 
Governor of Manitoba. At the time of 
the House rising last year there was a 
very strong feeling as to the conduct of 
the Government in that Province, and the 
House had scarcely risen when they 
found trouble had arisen with regard to 


land in that territory. Industrious, 
hard working _ settlers had gone 
there from Ontario,. expecting to be 


able to make a home in the prairies of 
the West, and they were actually forbid- 
den by Governor Archibald to gettle until 
he had provided accommodation for all 
those who chose to take land in accord- 
ance with the grant made by the Dominion 
Parliament. In the month of June His 
Excellency was asked to indicate the mode 
adopted to regulate the rights of common 
and cutting hay, and it was stated that 
the arrival of emigrants made it pressing 
that there should be a solution of the 
question. With regard to the settlement 
of the lands Governor Archibald referred 
the people to the rules adopted by the 
Gevernor General, and said that if he had 
to designate the townships in which allot~ 
ments to half-breeds should be made he 
should be guided ly the selections made 
by the half-breeds themselves. Subse- 
quently they had had the extraordinary 
spectacle of the representative of the 
Crown in that Province, in the light of 
day, shaking hands with the man who had 
been the leader of what Col. Wolseley 
called a gang of banditti, and who took 
the life of an unoffending man. Nothing 
was said ot this, but on the eve of Parlia- 
ment it was announced thai the Lt.-Gov. 
had resigned. It ought not to have been 
a resignation, but an instant dismissal, 
The canal system was a matter of extreme 
importance, but it should he desirable to 
aecertain what was the exact scheme of 


the Government. In the absence of 
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definite information as to that scheme, he 
would merely say that he should cordially 
agree with the Government provided 
their scheme should be such as would 
commend itseif to the practical experience 
of the country. As to the Treaty he 


thought the universal hostility man- 
ifested towards it throughout the 
country was sufficient to justify 


a deliberate debate before agreeing to the 
Address, in reply to the speech, but as 
it had been decided to postpone the con- 
sideration, he would not enter into the 
matter at ‘that time. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it was 
not his intention to follow his honourable 
friend through all the matters of which he 
had spoken, but merely to speak of a 
tew. With regard to the construction 
of the Pacific Railway as one of the con. 
ditions of the union with British Columbia 
and the statement that the resources of 
the country were inadequate to the 
carrying out of that project, he wished to 
say that the contrary was the fact, and that 
the Minister of Militia was entirely correct 
in stating on a former occasion that that 
work could beconstructed without adding 
to the burthens ofthe country. With re. 
gard to the late calling together of the 
House he was surprised that the gentle- 
man who had preceded him should ex- 
press ignorance of the reasons for that oc- 
currence for surely every one could see 
in the important questions connected 
with the Washington Treaty every reason 
for postponement of the meeting of Par- 
liament. Congress had been sitting four 
months and had not arrived at a decision, 
and when the [mperial Government re- 
quested delay surely every one would see 
how important it was that ina question 
of such import, the Imperial and Canadian 
Governments should be in perfect accord. 
The member for Lambton had spoken of a 
statement made at Montreal that the Gov- 
ernment would undertake the deepening 
of Lake St. Peter, but if he took the state- 
ment made in connection with the terms of 
the Speech the only infere nce was that such 
a work would not devolve upon the Do- 
minion Treasury though the Government 
would be disposed to co.operate in the 
carrying out of the work. With regard to 
the: Speech of the hon. gentleman, his 
colleague, he would venture to say that 
he would be able to defend himself at the 
proper time. He (Sir Francis) had not 
always concurred in the views of the 
Secretary of State for the Provinces, but 
no, one, knowing him, would charge him 
with such views as those imputed, to him 
by the hon. member for Lanark. He felt 
sure that the views of the hon. gentleman 


Hon, Mr, Mackenzie, 
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were not dissimilar to those of a mber 
of this House expressed in a rie 
newspaper, the writer of which had BIS 
served his incognito. 


- Hon. Mr. MACK ENGLER Who was the 
writer ? 


Hon. Sir G. CARTIER— The member for 
Lambton. 


Hon. Sir F. HINCKS—With regard to the 
speeches on the subject of the Washington 
‘Treaty occasionally made by members of 
the Government who have escaped from 
the control of his hon. friend the first 
minister, he had been one of those per- 
sons who had made one or two speeches 
on the subject and he would be happy i ine 
deed to find any one on the floor of that 
House who che grapple with the course 
There 


he took. were two distinct 
subjects. The merits of ~ the 
Treaty itself would have to be 


dealt with by that House, but there was 
another question which had been very 
much discussed during recess, that was 
the responsibility of the Canadian Go- 
vernment because his honorable frien 
the First Minister signed the Treaty, He 
was astonished to hear the hon. member 
for Lambton refer to that clause whic 
said that the Treaty might be signed | by 
a majority of the members of the Com- 
mission. The hon. gentleman must know 
that that clause was put in, that in case of 
death or unavoidable absence there 
might not be a failure in the negotiations. 
The hon. gentleman and the language of 
the leading newspaper of his party, indi- 
cate them to have very extraordinary and 
wrong ideas in regard to the manner in 
which diplomatic proceedings are con- 
ducted. When his hon. friend the 
First Minister was invited to take a 
seat on the Commission, what would rae 
been his duty were the assum pions 

the hon, gentlemen opposite right Hor 
the first thing he should vestry 
done would have been to have stated 
that, he would not take a seit on the 
Commissioa, unless upon the dis- 
tinct understanding that he should not b 
bound to sign any Treaty which he, aid 
not agree to. Had his honorable friend 
done that, and had sat on the Commis- 
sion with the intention of not signing the 
Treaty, did it not meet his views, he would 
have acted to the Imperial Government in, 
«most dishonourable manner. He (the. 
first Minister) knew perfectly well the 
conditions upon which he had to go there, 
Had he put such acondition as the hon. 
gentleman on the other side of the House 
would have had him do, was there any. 
member of this House who believes that 
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the bp erie Government would have ap- 
pointed him acommissioner. It was of 
great advantage to Canada to have a 
Canadian on the Commission on the same 
conditions as the other Commissioners, 
viz: to obey the instructions of the 
responsible Minister of the Crown in Eng. 
land. The views and interests of Canada 
had been represented with fidelity and 
zeal by the First Minister, and it was most 
satisfactory to know with regard to the 
proceedings of this Treaty that there has 
been perfect accord among the thirteen 
members of the Canadian Government. 
Leading statesmen in England on both 
sides of the House had thrown the re- 
sponsibility on the Government. Mr. 
Disraeli’ on the Opposition side had 
charged the Government with the respon- 
sibility of the Treaty, which Mr. Gladstone 
immediately accepted, and it was unfair 
to throw the responsibility on his 
hon, friend, the First Minister, who came 
to the ‘House as free as any other 
member to take whatever course he 
should think best in regard to the 
, Treaty, and’ he felt sure that. when 
the papers relative to the ‘reaty were laid 
before’ the House they would’ be shown 
that the Ministry have faithfully discharg- 
ed their duty to the country and to the 
House,’ and it would be seen that the 
words of the Minister of Public Works 
spoken at Quebec, expressed the views of 
every’) member of the Cabinet,’ and that 
they,-did not agree with the Treaty, but 
the: course they had taken could not be 
discussed, until the papers were brought 
dewn. The hon. member for Lambton. 
had referred to so. many subjects that he 
(Sir Francis) could not answer them all, 
but had no doubt they would be replied 
to, during the debate. 

‘Hon. Mr, HOLTON, like his hon. friend on 
this side of the House, had not imtended 
to, speak on this debate, but as the hon. 
leader of the House had failed to rise, in 
reply to his hon. friend from Lambton, 
and the Minister of Finance had taken 
part. in the debate, he would say a few 
words. He inferred from the terms of 
- His Excellency’s speech that the Premier 
| and, his colleagues had assumed iull 
responsibility in accepting the Treaty. 
The hon. genileman had told them that 
the Premier was not responsible 
for assenting on behalf of Canada 
to the appointment which was 

conferred upon hum 
position of First Minister of Canada, Why 
_ was he sent to the’ United States as First, 
Minister ? Why was he appointed, if not 
to forward the interests of Canada? He 
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would not like the debate to, close with: | 
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to, submit. 
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out some explanation from the Treasury 
Benches. He held that no one could 
control the Canadian Premier other than 
the Parliament of Canada, and to that 
House he should be responsible for all his 
public acts. As regards the late period 
at which Parliament had been called to- 
gether, he saw no reason why the meet- 
ing had been so delayed, as had they been 
called together in February they might 
still have been in session. The Imperial 
Parliament had not postponed its 
meeting, nor yet the Congress of the 
United States. With respect to the hon. 
Secretary of State for the Provinces and 
his position in that debate he maintained 
that a minister of the Crown could not 
separate himself from that capacity in the 
discussion of political questions: With 
regard to the statement of the Mizister 
of Marine and Fisheries made at Montreal, 
respecting the deepening of Lake St. 
Peter, the inference which he (Mr. 
Holton} and many others had drawn from 
the speech in question was, that the 
Government had undertaken the expense 
of deepening Lake St. Peter, as well as 
the enlargement of the canals. He consid- 
ered that there was a distinct difference 
between the reference to the Treaty as 
referred to in the Speech, and the state. 
ments of the hon. Ministers of Finance and 
Public Works, the terms of the speech 
implying that the Treaty was a good one, 
while the hon. gentlemen said the Cabinet 
were opposed to it. Hehoped that the 
debate would not close without the Prime 
Minister expressing his views. He could 
not think that he (the Prime Minister) 
would endorse the views of the hon. Mins 
ister of Finance, that he was not respon- 
sible to Canada for signing the Treaty. 
Hon. Mr. MoDOUGALL thought} he saw 
nothing that should delay the action of 
the House in respect to the Address, He 
had hoped that. the practice of passing 
the Address without debate would be fol- 
lowed by this Parliament. The hon. 
member for Lambton had _ discussed 
at considerable length questions to which 
he could not agree. With respect to the 
Treaty of Washington referred to in the 
Address, they were promised.so much of 
the correspondence as could, with due 
regard to Imperial and Canadian interests, 
be laid before them. The question 1s one 
of great importance, and we could easily 
see that it might be highly expedient, that 
there should, be some reserve 1p dis. 
cussing it. The House would look with 
great anxiety for such Corn RAR IPRS a8. 
the Government may think it expedient, 
He had no. hesifation in 
saying, that, after reflecting, upon the 
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subject, and having discussed it with his 
constituents he felt it his duty to say at 
once that he was prepared to ratify the 
Treaty of Washington. If he understood 
the Finance Minister that the Govern: 
ment is prepared to throw any obstruc- 
tion in the way of or prevent the full ra- 
tification of the Treaty he felt sure that 
many in that House would be opposed to 
them. He dare say that the correspon~ 
dence when sent down would show that 
everything had now been arranged satis- 
factorily toCanada. Hedid not hold him- 
self responsible as a member of that House 
for opinions which he had expressed at 
various times, andat Hamilton recently as 
a private citizen, but he would say that we 
should accept the Treaty as a portion of 
the empire, or be prepared to change our 
po itical relations with the Mother Coun- 
try. He considered the speech or pam- 
phlet of the Hon. Secretary of State for the 
Provinces very injudicious, as coming from 
a gentleman holding a Ministerial office. 

H.n, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS rose to 
explain that the hon. gentleman on the 
opposite side had misunderstood him as 
saying that the Government was opposed 
to the Treaty, what he intended to convey 
was that the Government had expressed 
their disapproval of the Treaty, but 
that since then a correspondence had 
been going on with the Imperial Gov- 
ernment on the subject, and that on 
the papers coming down the House 
would see that the two Governments 
were in entire accord. 


AFTER RECESS, 


Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL in resuming 
the debate said he would not continue his 
remarks further as he thought it inex~ 
pedient that the House should discuss 
the question of any change of constitu- 
tion at the present time. They were 
there to pass the laws necessary in the 
interests of the country. He was very 
well satisfied with the terms of the Address 
and the indications of the policy of the 
Government, although many important 
measures which the circumstances of the 
country required, and which ought to be 
dealt with during the present Session were 
not mentioned, but no doubt these mea- 
sures would be submitted as the session 
progressed. He concluded by particular- 
izing a law for the trial of controverted 
elections as especially necessary. 

Mr. STREET (Niagara) said he wished 
to make a few remarks on the paragraph 
of the speech respecting the canal system. 
Great agitation had prevailed throughout 
the country on the subject,and he consider- 
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ed that the declaration made in the speech 
that the matter would be vigorously taken 
up would give very great satisfaction, 
and he trusted that the promise given 
would be carried out fully by the Govern- 
ment, and he was sure that they would be 
fully sustained by the House in voting any 
money for the carrymg out of any 
satisfactory schemes. 

Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne) said he rose 
to take exception to a remark made 
by the hon. member for Lambton in de- 
signating Mr. Riel as a leader of banditti. 
He contended that so far from this being 
the case he was the leader of the whole 
French population of Manitoba, and said 
that if he wished he could at the present 
moment be returned to Parliament for 
half the counties in the Province. He did 
not wish to defend what Mr. Riel had 
done, but there was great injustice in the 
term made use of by the member for 
Lambton. He then referred briefly to the 
withdrawal of the troops, maintaining a 
statement which he said he had previous- 
ly made that that withdrawal had caused 
very great dissatisfaction among the peo- 
ple of Canada, and cited the report of hon. 
Mr. Campbell on the subject in his sup- 
port. 


The Address was then passed paragraph 
by paragraph. 

Hon. Mr HOLTON thought that before the 
question closed they had a right to hear 
from the leader of the Government some- 
thing respecting his action in subscribing 
to the Treaty of Washington—and especial- 
ly as to the constitutional question of the 
responsibility or otherwise of himself and 
his colleagues in the matter. He (Mr. 
Holton) held that the hon. gentleman went 
to Washington in the capacity of Minister 
for Canada, and for the one purpose of 
representing and protecting Canadian 
interests, and in that capacity for whatever 
he did or forbore to do, he was responsible 
to that House. 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD was sorry 
he could not respond to the request of his 
hon. friend, as he thought it would be 
highly inexpedient and not for the public 
interest or the advantage of the House to 
enter into the matternow. If the ques- 
tion was of such grave import it should 
not be discussed until the papers were 
fairly before the house. As to the consti- 
tutional question the Government and 
every individual member of it were res. 
ponsible to the House and the country for 
what they did as a Government. As to 
the question of his personal responsibility 
and whether his tposition as a member of 
the Government and a Commissioner in. 
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volved a two fold responsibility he must 
decline to discuss it until the whole course 
of the Government in regard to the 
Treaty and of himself incidentally was laid 
before the House. Then he would be 
ready to discuss the matter to the fullest 
extent. 

He then moved for a Select Committee 
to draft the Address to His Excellency. 
Motion carried and Committee presented 
the Address, which was ordered to be en- 
grossed and presented to His Excellency 
by such members as were of the Privy 
Council. 

The House adjourned at 8.20 until 
Tuesday next, — 


SENATE. 
Orrawa, April 16th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


NOTICES OF MOTION, 


Hon. Mr, SANBORN gave notice that 
he would enquire of the Government whe- 
ther it is their intention to iatroduce a bill 
to amend the law respecting patents and 
inventions, 

Hon. Mr. MILLER.—Whether it is the 
intention of the Government to maintain 
a force for the protection of the coast fish: 
eries and whether the Imperial authorities 
will co-operate. 

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD.—Whether the 
Government propose to adhere to the 
broad gauge for the Intercolonial Rail- 
way. 

BILLS. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a Bill 
to amend the Act respecting the Statutes 
of Canada. 

Hon, Mr. AIKINS introduced a Bill res- 
pecting the Public Lands of the Dom- 


inion. 
RETURNS. 


Hon. Mr. AIKINS presented a return 
with respect to corporal punishment. 
Hon. Mr. MITCHELL presented the an- 


nual Reports respecting Trade and Navi- 
gation and Inland Revenue. 


H.R. H, THE PRINCE OF WALES. 


The order for the day, Address of congra- 
tulation on the recovery of His Royal High- 
ness the Prince of Wales, was then taken 
up. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said—I am con- 
fident that the House will cordially, and 


[APRIL 16, 1872] 


80 


with one voice, unite in the congratula. 
tions which it is proposed that the Parlia- 
ment of Canada should offer to Her 
Majesty on the happy recovery of His 
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales. We 
have taken the earliest opportunity after 
the Speech from the Throne had been 
answered, to submit to this House the 
Address containing these congratulations, 
and every hon. member will, I am sure, 
gladly seize the earliest opportunity of 
tendering them to Her Majesty. We all 
remember the universal anxiety 
which was felt in this country during 
those gloomy days when H. R. Highness’s 
lifewasin danger. If I may venture to 
gauge the experience of other hon. mem- 
bers by my own, I may safely say that 
that anxiety was spread over the whole 
Dominion,and pervaded every fire side. It 
was not merely that we loved the 
Queen with the respectful attachment and 
homage of a free people, and felt deeply 
the great personal sorrow with which, for 
the second time, she was threatened. Nor 
merely that we sympathized tenderly and 
truly with the courageous and noble wife 
of the Prince; but we believed the nation 
to be passing through a time of consider~ 
able political uneasiness, for many old 
landmarks of the country had been 
attacked, and a disposition had manifest. 
ed itself amongst a portion of the 
British public, an active portion, 
to attack others, stimulated more or 
less by success, and strengthened by num- 
bers, whose views went infinitelybeyond any 
expressed, or perhaps held, by its leaders. 


Business, 


under these circumstances, the 
Prince’s _ life was in danger, 
and when we reflected on _ the 
probable effect upon the Queen’s 


health of a fatal termination of his illness, 
and on the tender years of the young 
Prince Albert Victor, we knew that we 
had = cause for deep _ concern. 
And now that the sorrow with which 
the Queen and the Nation were threatened 
has passed by, we rejoice with a joy as all 
pervading as were our grief and our sym- 
pathy. We heartily pray that H.R.H.’s 
life may long be spared, and that his 
reign, when it shall please God to call him 
to the Throne, may long perpetuate the 
constitutional rule under his Royal moth- 
er’s administration, under which we and 
all ber subjects have so long enjoyed the 
blessings of free and just government. 
I am confident that, notwithstanding 
the teachings of a small and narrow- 
minded school of political philosophers, 
the people of England will respond to the 
sentence with which this address is closed, 
and which so entirely speaks the sentls 
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ments of this House in assuring Her Ma- 
jesty of our ‘unswerving attachment to 
the Empire, and of our devotion to her 
Throne and Person,” With these words, 
I now beg leave to propose the following 
Address of Congratulation : 


To the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty : 
Most Gracious SoveREIGN : 


We, Your Majesty’s dutiful and loyai 
subjects, the Senate of Canada in Parlia 
ment assembled, humbly approach Your 
Majesty to offer You our earnest congra- 
tulations, on the restoration to health of 
His Royal Highness. the: Prince of Wales. 

The visit. of His Royal Highness to Brit- 
ish North America, and’ the acquaintance 
which’ he- then made with its people, have 
served to render their sympathy during 
his illness the more keen, and we humbly 
assure Your Majesty that’ Your subjects in’ 
Canada are deeply, thankful’ to Almighty 
God for the happy recovery of the Prince. 

Your Majesty’s Canadian subjects of all 
creeds.and races participated, in Your 
Majesty’s affliction whilst, His Royal High- 
ness’ life was in danger, and we humbly 
trust, that. Your Majesty will graciously 
suffer us to. unite in the congratulations 
which, by acclamation, from. all parts of 
the Empire, have greeted Your Majesty 
on the passing away of the great calamity 
with which the nation was threatened. 


We desire humbly to renew to Your 
Majesty the-expression of our unswerving: 
attachmentito:the Empire, and devotion 
to Your Majesty’s Throne and Person. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE SI. JUST, 
who followed'in French, said’ that it was 
with the most unfeigned pleasure that he 
rosé to second the Address, which had' 
just been moved by the Hon. Postmaster 
General. He could reiterate what that 
hon. gentleman had said so forcibly, that 
the whole population, without respect’ to 
class or creed, had ‘heard with the deepest 
sorrow the news of the illness of H. R. 
Highness the Prince ‘of Wales, and had 
sympathized most sincerely with his august 
mother and’wife in their great sorrow. 
He could also testify to the joy that per- 
vaded all classes when the cause for 
anxiety was at last removed, and the 
British Empire was saved’ from the sad 
calamity of the death of the heir to the 
British Crown. Happily, however, all 
danger to British institutions had been 
averted by his recovery, and the attach- 
ment ofall classes of the people to the 
Crown strengthened by the event which 
had caused'so much sorrow and anxiety 
throughout the length and breadth of the 
British Empire. 

Hon. Mr. Campbeil, 
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The Address was then ordered to bé 
engrossed, signed by the Speaker, and 
sent to the Commons for their concur- 
rence. 


DECEASED SENATORS, 


The SPEAKER having informed the 
House’ of the death’ of Senators H. E. J. 
Duchesnay and Bill; 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved an ad- 
journment of the House out of respect to 
those gentlemen, and in doing so, alluded 
particularly to Senator Duchesnay, with 
whom he had a longer and more intimate 
acquaintance than he had — with 
Senator Bill. That gentleman 
had been like himself, long connected 
with the Conservative party, and was a 
member of an illustrious French Canadian 
family, whose name was perfectly familiar 
to every student of those times when the 
French were the rulers of Canada. The 
‘late Senator was a worthy scion of that 
stock, and had always fulfilled most’ hon- 
orably and consistently all his public 
duties, while not a few present could also 
testify’ to his courteous demeanour and 
other admirable personal traits. 

Hon. Mr. HOLMES spoke of his ac- 
quaintance with the late Senator Bill, who 
had always been most upright and honor- 
able in all his relations with the world. 


Hon. Mr. ARMAND seconded the motion 
ofthe hon. Postmaster General, and re- 
ferred to the high descent of the late 
Senator Duchesnay, to his amiable qualities 
and to his sincere desire to perform stricta 
ly and honorably’ his obligations as a pubs 
licman, Hehad left behind’ him' very 
many friends who would always preserve 
his memory fresh in their minds. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Orrawa, 16th Apri, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o'clock. 


ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House,— 
General Statements and Returns of Bap- 
tisms, Marriages and Burials, for the Dis- 
tricts of Arthabaska, Beauce, Beauharnois, 
Chicoutimi, Iberville, Ottawa, Richelieu, 
Saguenay, St. Hyacinthe, Terrebonne, and 
Three Rivers. and for the’ Counties of 
Berthier and Bonaventure, for the year 
1871. 


Philémon Dugas, Esq., member for the 
Electoral ‘Division of Montcalm, having 
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previously taken the oath, according to 
law, took his seat in the House. 

Twenty-six Petitions were brought up 
and laid upon the Table. %y 

The following Petitions were received 
and read :— 

Of the Montreal Telegraph Company, 
praying for certain amendments to the 
Acts incorporating the said Company. 

Of John Proctor and others, of the city 
of Hamilton, praying for an Act of incor- 
poration, under the name of the Bank of 
Hamilton. 


-Hon. Mr. TILLEY laid before the House, 
by command of His Excellency, Tables of 
the Trade and Navigation of the Dominion 
of Canada, for the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1871. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS laid before the House, 
by command of His Excellency, Report, 
Returns and Statistics of the Inland Re- 
venues of the Dominion of Canada, for 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1871. 


Mr. COLBY introduced a Bill (No, 3) to 
repeal the Insolvency Laws,—Second read- 
ing on Thursday. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS laid before the 
House, by command of His Excellency, 
Public Accounts of the Dominion of Ca- 
nada, for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1871. 

On motionof Hon. Sir JOHN A, MAC- 
DONALD, a Special Committee was ap- 
pointed, composed of con. Sir George E. 
Cartier, Hon. Sir Francis Hincks, Hon. 
Messrs. Tilley, Langevin, Howe, Holton, 
Chauveau, McKeagney, Dorion and Mac- 
kenzie, and Messrs. Burpee, Walsh, Mor- 
rison (Niagara), Gendron, Bolton, Hough- 
ton, DeLorme (Provencher), and the 
mover, to prepare and report Lists of 
members to compose the Select Standing 
Committees ordered by this House on 
Thursday last, the 11th instant, 


On motion of Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, 
an Address was voted to His Excellency, 
for copies of all correspondence between 
the Government and Lieut.-Governor of 
Manitoba, regarding the disposition of the 
Crown Lands in that Province by Grants or 
Sales, with copies of Memorial or Petition 
addressed tothe local authorities or the 
General Government on the subject, and 
the replies thereto ; also copies of all Pro- 
clamations or Orders in Council on the 
subject, and reports of, and correspondence 
with Mr. McMicken, Land Commissioner. 

Also,—a further Address, for copies of 
all correspondence with Lieut.-Governor A. 
G Archibald, of Manitoba, and Mr, Mc- 
Micken, Land Commissioner, regarding the 


) Routine 


Fenian Invasion of Manitoba, and the in- 


tercourse of the said Lieutenant-Governor 


3 
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with Louis Riel, the leader of the rebellion 
inthe ‘Territory, and one of the men 
cnatged with the mnrder of Thomas 
Scott. 


And afurther Address, for copies of 
report of Engineers or others ap- 
pointed to investigate the location of 
the Canal across the St. Clair Flats on the 
Canadian side of the Channel by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, with copies 
of all Orders in Council, and correspon- 
dence with the Imperial Government, or 
others on the subject. 


On motion of Mr. FOURNIER an ad- 
dress was voted to His Excellency the 
Governor General for copies of all corres- 
pondence between the Government of the 
Dominion, that of the Province of Quebec, 
and Hon. Mr. Justice Bossé, with respect 
to the refusal of that Hon, Judge to com- 
ply with the order of the Government of 
Quebec, directing him to reside at: Mont- 
magny, in the District of Montmagny. 


CROWN LANDS IN MANITOBA, 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, in moving for the 
correspondence regarding the disposition 
of the Crown Lands in the Province of 
Manitoba, said : It would be recollected by 
the House that very great difference of 
opinion existed in the House at the time 
of the discussion on the Manitoba Bill as 
to the effect which setting apart 1,400,000 
acres of land would have upon the settle= 
ment of that Province. A gentleman on 
this side of the House asserted at the 
time that the Bill as passed, providing for 
so large a reservation, would be quite cer- 
tain to produce complications of a very 
difficult and disagreeable character in that 
Province. ‘Ihese anticipations were real- 
ized, as every one knows who has paid any 
attention to the ‘course of events. 
Immediately after the opening of the 
season last year, alarge number of people 
emigrated from the old Province of 
Canada to the new Province and found 
themselves in a position of very great dif- 
ficulty. The officer administering the 
Government of that Province declined to 
take any measures whatever to enable 
these people, who had gone under cir- 
cumstances of great hardship and difheulty 
to settle there—to secure land: but af- 
firmed his determination of securing to 
those for whom these reserves were In- 
tended the first choice in locations, even 
though the emigrants had taken posses- 
sion of and settled upon the land. He had 
letters in his possession showing that many 
of these people were driven from the 
ground which they had improved by some 
of those Half-breeds, who claimed the 
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land merely by virtue of walking round it, 
or asseriing that it was to be given to them 
and to their friends. He did not desire 
that any preference should be shown to 
any person, whether an emigrant from the 
late Province of Canada or a resident of 
Manitoba, but thought that those who had 
taken up their locations should be con- 
firmed in their possession. Many of them 
had been obliged from the position 
in which they were  piaced_ te 
cross the border and settle in 
the Unit» 1States. Others had been ad- 
vised by himself and his friends to take 
land, eni if Governor Archibald under 
instru<: ons from Ottawa should refuse to 
them ine right that they had to take 
po session, they should dare him to re- 
move a British subject from the soil 
(laughter). 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD in reply 
said, that there would not be the slightest 
objection to the motion of the honorable 
gentleman being adopted by the House. 
‘The papers would be sent down. He 
would, however, say with reference to the 
remarks of the honourable gentleman, 
that the Government think they have 
taken every step possible for them to take 
for the purpose of expediting the survey 
and settlement of that country. It would 
be remembered that before Canada had ob- 
tained possession of the North West, and 
while it was still under the sovereignty of 
the Hudson’s Bay Co., the Canadian Gov- 
ernment had asked the Company to per- 


mit them to send _ in _- surveyors 
for the purpose of laying out 
townships, &c., so that everything 


must be ready forthe large immigration 
expected there, and that those surveys 
had made considerable progress when they 
were stopped by the inhabitants of the 
country. It would also be recollected by 
the House that the first thing done by the 
Government after the union of the North 
West with the Dominion, was to send in as 
many surveyors as could be procured for 
the purpose of preparing the country for 
settlement. These surveys could not be 
done inam®ent, they required both 
time and ski'!. Meanwhile, as settlers 


were goi:s in, and in order 
that the they tivht at once take 
up lands, an Order in Council 


was passed, providing that any person 
going there and tiking possession of land 
should, under certain regulations, be sup- 
ported in that possession. ‘his Order in 
Council was afterwards put in the form of 
a notice which runs thus :— 


‘Parties found »pon the lands at the time of 
survey having settled upon and improved the 
same in good faith, as settlers under the land re- 
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culations, will be protected in the enjoyment 
thereof, whether the same be pre-emption or 
horestead right, providéd they respectively enter 
for such right with the land officer, and otherwise 
carry out the provisions of the said regulations in 
that behalf, within three months after the survey 
shall have been made.” ; 

Every man therefore going to that coun- 


try had a right to select his own location 
and on the conditions named in the no- 
tice being fulfilled his right would be 
maintained. In order that there might be 
no mistake instructions were also given as 
to the mode ofrunning*the base lines so 
that they would not be afterwards dis- 
turbed in their improvements. The in- 
structions were as follows :— 

“In settling on the lands, parties will require 
to bear in mind the system of survey adopted, by 
which the lines run due East and West, and 
North and South, and the 160 acres or quarter 
section is an exact square of half a mile each 
way, under which system alone pre-emption or 
homestead rights, based upon settlement previous 
to survey, will be recognized.”’ ‘ 

Under these orders every emigrant had 
a right to go into possession. 

The honorable gentlemen had said that 
some of these persons had been disturbed. 
That might be the case and if any such 
outrages had taken place they were greatly 
to be regretted. But it must be remem: 
bered that the country had been in a very 
troubled state. One portion of the popu- 
lation had been armed against the other, 
and an armed resistance had been offered to 
the authority of Ruperts Land. The 
troubles arising out of this state of 
things could not be expected to disap- 
pear at once. Such outrages, however, 
if they did occur were not likely 
to occur again, He had every reason 
to believe that every man entering into 
peaceable possession of the soil would 
be protected by the law and by the Gov- 
ernment and would be free from disturb- 
ance ofany kind. Upon the opening of 
navigation at least fifty surveyors would 
be sent into the country. The whole of 
the Province of Manitoba (except that 
portion of itnear the boundary line be- 
tween the United States and the Province, 
which line has not yet been fixed) would 
be surveyed in the course of the present 
year, as would also at least 100 townships 
outside the Province, in that portion of the 
country where treaties have been made 
with the Indians. . 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
Governor Archibald’s Proclamation of 
June 9th, 1870, was issued with the con~- 
sent of the Government; if not, whether 
his attention was called to the violation 
of law and order in that proclamation. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A- MACDONALD re. 
plied that it the honourable gentleman 

“would give notice of his question, he 
would get a full answer. 
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PACIFIC RAILWAY, 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE in moving for 
copies of all tenders or: proposals for 
the construction of the Pacific Railway, 
and for copies of Orders in Council relating 
thereto, caid that it wasof the greatest 
importance that any such tenders or pro- 
posals received by the Government 
should be laid before the House as soon 
as possible. He had a precedent for 
this in the case of the Intercolonial Rail- 
way, when a similar motion was made, and 
certain tenders were brought down. He 
thought it was very unfortunate that some 
of them were not accepted, instead of 
adopting the course the Government did. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD would 
say that there were no such propositions 
in the strict sense of the word. A letter 
had, however, been addressed to himself, 
which, as it was not marked private, might 
be considered as a quasi-official document. 
_ This letter was signed by Sir Hugh Allan 


on behalf of himself and certain other 


gentlemen, and contained a proposition 
for the construction of the railway, but as 
he had understood from that gentleman 
that he was desirous of substituting an- 
other proposition, he (Sir John) would not 
like to bring down the letter without the 
writer’s consent. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
there were any more quasi-official pro- 
posals. 


Hon. Sir JJHN A. MACDONALD replied 
that there were not, and that there were 
no Orders in Council on the subject. 

The motion was then withdrawn. 


FENIAN INVASION OF MANITOBA. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE moved for the 
correspondence regarding the Fenian in- 
vasion of Manitoba and the intercourse of 
Lieutenant Governor Archibald with Louis 
Riel, the leader ofthe rebellion in the 
Territory, and said thatit had been stated 
in the papers coming from that Province 
at the time of the invasion of the,country, 
by one of Riel’s former associates, 
U’ Donoghue, that Riel himself was one of 
the parties who had promoted the inva- 
sion by the Fenians, and ina letter from 
Mr. McMicken, published in the papers, it 
was stated that he (Riel) had induced a 
number of his friends to abstain from 
responding to the call of the Governor 
upon the people to assist in expelling 
the mimvaders. It was also stated 
that this personage presented himself with 
a number of his followers, close to the re- 
sidence of the Lieut.-Governor, and that 
he (the Lieut.-Governor) had received and 
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embraced him for whose arrest it was said 
he had previously issued a warrant. He 
would probably call the attention of the 


House to the matter again and in another 


way. He based his motion on the state- 


ments mae in the newspapers and Mr, 
McMicken’s letter, and would reserve fur- 
ther remarks uni the papers were brought 
down. 
ever ask whether it was not due to the 


He (Mr. McKenzie) would how- 


House that the circumstances 
connected with the withdrawal 
of Lt. Governor Archibald should not be 
stated to the House. It was the first 
instance of the kind that had been before 
the House, and he desired to know whe- 
ther that retirement had been produced 
by any correspondence from the Dominion 
Government, or whether it was the effect 
of the public events in the Province upon 
the Lt. Governor’s mind. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said that 
the papers would be brought down. He 
would say, however, that it would have been 
better if the honorable gentlemen had re- 
served all his remarks. He had said just 
enough to show the animus which dictated 
the motion. He (<1: John) would not 
be drawn prematurely into showing any- 
thing like a contrary animus, but 
would allow the matter to stand until 
the papers were before the House. As 
to the resignation of Governor Archibald, 
he would say that the honourable mem. 
ber was very unguarded in his mode 
of expression, in his allusion to the with- 
drawal of Governor Archibald. ‘There 
had been no withdrawal by the Govern- 
ment. The resignation by Mr. Archibald 
was an act of his own, without suggestion 
or indication from the Government. Mr. 
Archibald was appointed during his (Sir 
John’s) illness, but he afterwards fully 
recognized the wisdom of the appoint- 
ment and still did so. Under the circum- 
stances of the case of having to go into 
the country with an army at his back, it 
was not an enviable appointment, and he 
went there purely from a sense of duty and 
at the strong instance of the Government. 
At the time of his going he made it a 
condition that he should return at the end 
ofa, year, and in December last he (Sir John) 
received a letter from Mr. Archibald stat- 
ing that the year had more than passed, 
and that he desired to be relieved, and 
enclosed his resignation. He did not 
consider it advisable to recommend its 
acceptance, but since then |Mr. Archi- 
bald has pressed for itin such a manner 
that no option was left to His Excellen- 
cy’s advisers, but to advise the acceptance 
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39 Residence 
ST; CLAIR FLATS CANAL, 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE. moved for 


copies of papers relating to the location 
of the Canal across the St. Clair Flats. He 
alluded to certain events that took place 
at Washington in connection 
with the Treaty, “Wvhich showed 
that the Canadian Government had tacitly 
acknowledged that the United States held 
dominion over that portion of the lake. 
Every person acquainted with the naviga- 
tion of the Lake and River St. Clair, knows 
that the canalis built on Canadian pro- 
perty, and he therefore desired informa- 
tion on which the action of the Govern- 
ment was based. The result will be that 
if this canal is recognized as being upon 
American ground, there will be no possibi 
lity of a Canadian vessel finding its way 
from Lake Huron to Lake Erie if the 
Americans choose to close the Canal 
against us. 
The motion was carried. 


RESIDENCE OF JUDGES. 


Mr. FOURNIER moved an address 
praying for the correspondence respect- 
ing the refusal of Judge Bosse to comply 
with the order to reside at Montmagny. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER said 
the correspondence would be brought 
down. 


Mr. BEAUBIEN admitted that the. dis- 
trict was injured by the non-residence in 
it of Judge Bosse, but thought that Mr. 
Fournier’s remarks were prompted by 
party spirit. He thought it only right 
that the Judge should be made to reside 
at Montmagny. 


Hon, Mr. HOLTON said that the object 
of the motion was not merely to obtain 
the correspondence in the matter, but to 
elicit some statement from the Govern- 
ment as to what they intended to do in 
the matter, and he thought it only fair 
that the Government should state distinct- 
ly the real position of the question. He had 
heard the matter discussed elsewiere, and 
he believed the Judge was requested by 
the Quebec Government to take up his 
_Yesidence according to law within the 
limits of his District, but that he had 
hitherto refrained from doing so. He(Mr. 
Holton) was not able to say whether the 
Judge had actually refused todo so, but 
what the member for Bellechasse desired 
to ascertain was, what the Minister of Jus« 
tice proposed todo and what redress would 
be afforded to the District which had suf. 
fered from the failure of the Judge to per- 
form the duties required by law? There 
was a difference of opinion as to which 
Government had control of the Judges in 
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such matters, but while the Local Govern- 
ment had undoubtedly power to assign 
the duties of the Judges and their Dis- 
tricts whenever there was a failure in dis- 
charging the duties, and redress could 
only be sought through that Government 
in which the power to impeach Judges 
rested, namely, the Dominion Govern- 
ment,: and the appeal therefor lay 
primarily to the Minister of Justice, and 
ultimately to the House. He thought the 
real point had not been met by hon. gen. 
tlemen opposite, who had merely assented 
to a formal motion without meeting its 
real features. 

Hon, Sir GEO. CARTIER said the motion 
was simply for any correspondence on the 
subject, and the Government were not 
called upon to answer any further ques- 
tion. If, when the papers were brought 
down, the mover desired to obtain any 
statement from the Government on the 
subject, they would then meet him in the 
matter. 

‘he motion was then carried. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS, 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked whether it was 
the intention of the Government to intro. 
duce during the present session a measure 
providing for the trial of controverted 
elections; and if so, whether they intend- 
ed to provide that these trials should take 
place before judges. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD re- 
plied that a measure would be introduced 
for the trial of controverted elections in 
Manitoba and British Columbia only, and 
with regard to the latter part of the ques- 
tion, the trials would be conducted in the 
same manner as in Ontario and Quebec. 


Hon, Mr. BLAKE then gave notice that 
he should move that the trials should take 
place before judges. 

In reply to Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD stated 
that the papers respecting. the Washing- 
ton Treaty would be laid before the House 
to-morrow. 

The House then adjourned at 4:20, 


of Judges. 


SENATE. 


WepveEspay, April 17, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’clock. 


NOTICES OF MOTION. 


After presentation of a number of Pe- 
titions from Dominion Board of Trade, 


| 
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Grand Trunk Railroad Company, Montreal 
and Champlain Railroad Company, Ship- 
owners and Ship Chandlers of Oatario, 
&e. 

Hon. Mr. SANBORN gave notice that 
he would move for copies of all corres- 
pondence between the Dominion Govern. 
ment and Local Governments of Ontario 
and Quebec, with respect to the Provin- 
cial Arbitration, 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL laid on table list 
of Standing Committees of the Senate, 
which Government intended moving. 

Hon, Mr. BOTSFORD gave notice that 
he would move for an address, praying 
for return, giving certain information 1e- 
specting European & North American 
Railroad, and that portion of the Inter- 
colonial Railroad, extending to Amherst, 
N. 8, . 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL presented Ad- 
dress from His Excellency the Governor 
General, laying before the House certain 
Census returns. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSH OF COMMONS. 


WepnEspay, 17TH Apnit, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o'clock, p,m. 


ROUTINE BUSINESS. 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House, 


that the Sergeant-at-arms had, with his 


permission, appointed Mr. Henry Robert 
Smith, to be his deputy during his tem- 
porary indisposition. 

He also laid before the House, - Lists of 
Shareholders of the Bank of New Bruns- 
wick, on the Ist April, 1872, in conformity 
with the Act 34 Vict., cap. 5, sect. 12,— 
and of the Canada Landed Credit Com- 
pany, on the 3lst December, 1871, in con- 
petit with the Act 34 Vict. cap. 7, sec. 


Ten Petitions were brought up and laid 
on the Table. 

A message was received from the Senate, 
with an Address to Her Most Gracious 
Majesty of congratulation on the recovery 
of His * Royal Highness the Prince of 
Wales, and of our unswerving attachment 
to the Empire, and devotion to Her Ma- 
jesty’'s Throne and Person, to which the 
concurrence of this House was desired. 

Hon. Mr. POPE delivered the following 
Message from His Excellency the Governor 
General, which was read by Mr. Speaker: 
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Lisear. 
_ The Governor General transmits for the 
information of the House of Commons, 
the Census Returns for the year 1871, 
taken under the Act 33 Vict., cap. 21. 
Government House, 
Ottawa, 17th April, 1872, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS presented 
—Urder in Council, dated 17th October, 
1871, respecting the appropriation of 
$100,000, to meet the expenditure of the 
Expeditionary Force about to proceed to 
the Province of Manitoba; and Statement 
of Expenditure made on account of +‘ Ma- 
nitoba Expedition” under the authority 
of a Special Warrant issued by His Excel- 
lency the Governor General, accordin g to 
provisions of the Act 31 Vict., cap. 5, 
sec. 35, clause 2, and Order in Council 
above mentioned. Also, Miscellaneous 
Statistics of Canada, for the year 1869-70, 
being Part I, containing Municipal Re- 
turns, Ontario. Also, Return of Warrants 
issued under authority of Orders in Council, 
from Ist July, 1871, to 31st March, 1872, 
and charged to appropriation for ‘* Un- 
foreseen Lixpenses,’”’ granted by the Act 
34 Vict., cap. 1, Sched. B. 


Mr. MAGILL moved, that a Select Com- 
d 

mittee, composed of Hon. Messrs. Car- 
ling and Beaubien, Messrs. Cameron (Hu- 
ron), Joly, Rymal, Gibbs, Savary, Street, 
Colby, Masson (Terrebonne), Currier, Bé- 

y) ] ) 
chard, White (Halton), Workman, Gen- 
dron, DeCosmos, and the mover, be ap- 
pointed to enquire into, and report to this 
House on the extent and condition of the 
manufacturing interests of the Dominion, 
with power to send for persons, papers 

and records. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville), 
moved in amendment, that after the word 
‘cmanufacturing,”’ the words ‘‘and agri- 
cultural’? be added. 

And a Debate erising thereon, the said 
amendment was, with leave of the House, 
withdrawn, the original motion agreed to, 
and the said Committee appointed accord- 
ingly. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from 
the Special Committee appointed to pre- 
pare and report Lists of Members to com- 
pose the Select Committees ordered by 
the House on Thursday last, the 11th inst., 
reported as follows :— 

1. ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.—Bertrand, 
Blake, Blanchet, Burton, Cameron (Huron), 
Cameron (Peel), Carter, Cartier, Sir Geo, I., 
Ghanveau, Dorion, Grant, Gray, Grover, Holton, 
Killam, Macdonald, Sir J. A., McDonald, (Anti- 
eonish) Mills, Moffat, Munroe, Radford, Snider, 
Smith, (Westmoreland), Stephenson, Thompson, 

ario), and Wells.—26. } 
CMON. EXPIRING Laws.—Blake, Campbell, 
Carmichael, Cayley, Cheval, Cimon, Coffin, De- 
lorme, (St. Hyacinthe), Drew, Ferris, Fournier, 


? 
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Godin, Gray, ‘ 
wall), "McCallum, McDougall, (Renfrew 
Pouliot, Power, Senecal, Tourangeau, a 
son ,—24. 

8. ON RAILWAYS, CANALS, AND 8 leseame 
LINES.—Abbott, Anglin, Blanchet, A coat i 
Cameron, (Huron), Carling, Cartier, Sir oP a7 
Chauyeau, Chipman, Connell, Costigan, oe an 
land, Currier, De Cosmos, Dorion, Kgl Mecang 
Fournier, Galt, Sir A, T., Gendron, gc ipa 
Hincks, Sir Francis, Holton, Howe, Irvine, Kirk. 
son, Joly, Jones, (Leeds and Gronvwilie ae r 
patrick Langevin, Macdonald, (Cornwall), ee 
donald. (Glengarry), Macdonald, Sir J. A,, a C- 
Donald, (Middlesex), Mackenzie, Masson, (S0u- 


Tacdonald, (Corn- 
Hurdon, Tapum, Mac ); Paquet, 
nd Will- 


langes), McDougall, (Lanark), McGreevy, Mer- 
ritt, Morrison, (Niagara), Nathan, Nelson, 


O’Connor, Pickard, Pope, Robitaille, Ryan, (Mon- 
treal West), Schultz, Shanly, Smith, (Seliirk), 
Street, Sylvain, Tilley, Walsh, White, (Halen 
Whitehead, Wood and Wright, (Ottawa Co. )—98. 

4, ON MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLs.—Ault, 
Baker, Beaubien, Bodwell, Bowell, Cameron, 
(Huron), Caron, Carter, Cayley, Daoust, Delorme, 
(St. Hyacinthe), Dorion, Drew, Dngas, Fortin, 
Grant, Harrison, Heath, Kirkpatrick, Langlois, 
Lawson, McDonald, (Antigonish), McKeagney, 
McMonies, Merritt, Metcalf, Mills, Morris, Oliver, 
Pinsonneault, Ross, (Champlain), Ross, (Dun- 
das), Savary, Scatcherd, Scriver, Smith, West- 
moreland), Stirton, Tourangeau, Wallace, (Al- 
bert), and Webb,—48. 

5. ON STANDING ORDERs.—Baker, Barthe, Bow- 
man, Bown, Burpee, Burton, Cameron _(Inver- 
ness), Coupal, Gaucher, Gaudet, Gray, Hunting- 
ton, Kempt, Le Viscomte, Little, MacFarlane, 
MecDougald, (Three Rivers), McMillan, Morrison 
(Victoria), Pearson, Perry, Pouliot, Pozer, Ray, 
Ross (Champlain), Ross (Victoria, N. S.) Rymal, 
Sehultz, and Sproat.—29. 

6. ON JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.—Beaty, 
Bellerose, Bourassa, Brousseau, Bowell, Ferguson, 
Godin, Howe, MeDonald, (Lunenburg), Mac- 
kenzie, O’Connor, Simard, Stephenson, Thomp- 
son (Cariboo), and Young.—l5. 


7, ON PUBLIC AccouNTS.—Anglin, Blake, Bol- 
ton, Brousseau, Carmichael, Crawford (Leeds), 
Cumberland, Fortin, Galt, Sir Alex. T., Gendron, 
Gibbs, Harrison, Hinecks Sir Francis, Holton, 
Irvine, Keeler, Langevin, Lapum, Lawson, Mac- 
donald (Glengarry), Macdonald, Sir John A., 
Mackenzie, Magill, Masson (Terrebonne), Mc.- 
Conkey, Morrison [Niagara), Nathan, Pope, 
Power, Robitaille, Ross, (Prince Edward). Ryan, 
(King’s, N. B.) Smith, (Selkirk), Tilley, Tupper, 
Walsh, Wood, Workman, and Young.—39. 


8. ON BANKING AND COMMERCE. — Abbott, 
Beaty, Blake, Bolton, Cameron (Peel), Campbell, 
Caron, Cartier, Sir Geo. E., Cartwright, Crawford 
(Leeds), De Cosmos, Galt, Sir Alex. T., Gibbs, 
Harrison, Hincks, Sir Francis, Holton, Houghton, 
Jones, (Halifax), Langlois, Le Viscomte, MeDon- 
ald, (Lunenburg) Mackenzie, McDougall, (Three 
Rivers), McGreevy, Morris, Pope, Simard, Street, 
Thompson, Haldimand, Tilley, Wilson, and 
Workman.—82. 


9. ON IMMIGRATION AND COLONIZATION.— 
Archambault, Baker, Beaubien, Béchard, Benoit, 
Bertrand, Bolton, Bourassa, Brown, Burton, 
Carling, Caron, Cartwright, Chauveau, Colby, 
Connell, Crawford, (Brockville) Delorm e, Proven- 
cher, Dobbie, Dugas, Forbes, Fortier, Grant, 
Hagan, Holmes, Hurdon, Hutchison, J ackson, 
Lacerte, Lawson, MacDonald, (Cornwall), Mc- 
Dougall, (Renfrew) McDougall, (Three Rivers), 
Morris, Pelletier, Pickard, Pope, Renaud, Ross, 
Wellington, C.R., Ryan, (Montreal West) Shanly 
Snider, Stephenson, Tremblay, Tupper, W allace, 
(Vancouver's Island), White, (East Hastings, Wil- 
son, Wright (Otttawa County), and Wright, (York 
Ontario, W. R.)—5l. / 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD deli. 
vered the following Messaye from His Ex- 
cellency the Governor General, which was 
read by Mr. Speaker :— 


lon. Sir J. A, Macdonald. 


[COMMONS] 
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Gentlemen of the House of Commons— 
I acknowledge with thanks the Address 
you have loyally voted in answer to the 
Speech with which I opened the Session, 
and I rely with confidence on the assurance 
that you will continue to devote the same 
assiduity as in the past, to your legislative 


labors. 
LISGAR. 


Business. 


Government House, 
Ottawa, April 17th, 1872. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD inti- 
mated that papers relating to the ‘lreaty 
of Washington would be submitted to the 
House tosmorrow. . 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD gave 
notice that he would move the reading of 
the journals relative to the double election 
returns in Manitoba, with a view to its 
reference to a committee to-morrow. 

Hon. Sir JOAN A. MACDONALD gave 
notice that to-morrow he (Sir John A, 
Macdonald) would move for concurrence 
in the Joint Address with the Senate 
respecting the recovery of His Royal High- 
ness the Prince of Wales. 


Mr. SAVARY put the following ques- ~ 


tion : — Whether the Government 
intend to include in the Estimates, for 
the ensuing year, a sum for the 
erection of a Bell Buoy on Trinity Ledge 
at the mouth of St. Mary’s Bay, in the Pro- 
vince of Nova Scotia, the scene of frequent 
and yearly loss of life and personal pro- 
perty, with the increasing commerce and 
navigation in that portion of the waters of 
the Dominion ? 


Hon. Dr. TUPPER said the matter was 
under consideration. 

Mr. SAVARY further asked :—Whe- 
ther the Government intend to place 
in the Estimates, for the ensuing 
year a sum for the erection of a new and 
suitable Lighthouse at the entrance to 
Annapolis Gut, in the Province of Nova 
Scotia, in place of the present building 
ridiculed in ‘“‘Blunt’s American Coast Pilot’ 
as ‘an Object of pitiful and useless econ- 
omy ?” 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said the Govern- 
ment were more inclined to place lights 
where there were at present none existing. 
At all events it was not now the intention 
of the Government to do as the honorable 
gentleman seemed to wish. 


MANITOBA’S NEW GOVERNOR, 


Hon. Mr, HOLTON while the House 
was waiting would, with the permission of 
the House, as he had not given notice of 
his question, draw attention to an impor- 
tant matter. He had observed in the 
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Gazette of Saturday last that the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Johnson, a Judge of the Superior 
Court of Lower Canada, had been appoint- 
ed Lieut.-Governor of Manitoba, and the 
question he desired to ask was whether 
that gentleman had resigned his Judge- 
ship, or whether his appointment as Lt.- 
Governor superseded his Commission as 
Judge, or whether the Government con- 
sidered him to be absent on leave, his 
functions of Judge to be resumed when 
his duties as Lt.-Governor shall have 
ceased. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said, 
Mr. Justice Johnson had been sent to 
Manitoba to act as Recorder until other 
arrangements could be made. He obtain- 
ed leave of absence as Judge,and an Assist- 
ant Judge was appointed to act for him. 
Mr. Archibald having resigned, 1t was 
thought advisable to appoint Mr. Johnson 
temporarily. Although that gentleman 
had already a Commission to act as Admin- 
istrator, in case of the absence, sickness, 
or other incapacity of the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor, yet he had found on looking at the 
B.N.A. Act, thatan administrator could not 
act in case of resignation. A commission 
had therefore been issued to Mr. Johnson, 
to act as Lieutenant Governor, until the 
gentleman to be selected as Mr. Archi- 
bald’s successor could make the necessary 
arrangements for his journey. 


MANUFACTURING INTERESTS OF THE 
DOMINION. 


Mr. McGILL considered that no apology 
was necessary for making his motion for 
a Select Committee to inquire into the 
state of the manufacturing interests of the 
country. ‘The hum of busy industry could 
be heard from Halifax to Sarnia but there 
was something wanting in the shape of se- 
curity to capital and encouragement to 
manufactures. The Government were 
sending agents to all parts of Europe to 
bring hither immigration and deserved 
credit for doing so, but it was worse than 
useless to bring skilled labor hither with- 
out adopting measures to secure for it 
employment. The policy, which he sought 
to inaugurate, was not, by any means, a 


sectionalone, lt was one which in its ef- 
fects would be beneficially felt from 
Halifax to Sarnia, Even Manitoba 
would feel its effects, and 


it would goa long way in strengthening 
the loyalty of the people, in affording full 
employment for all. In his opinion, to 
make people happy and contented under 
our constitution, manufactures must be 
protected. The people of this country 
must not be made to suffer by the supe- 
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rior facilities afforded to manufact i 
the United States. There was Galfiche 
line of conduct to be pursued. He did 
not believe in one policy being pursued in 
the House and another out of it. He re- 
peated that he wanted such a policy pur. 
sued as would not only bring skilled labor 
hither, but would find employment for it, 
He wanted a home market for our own 
people. A home market afforded the 
speediest return, and gave the most em- 
ployment to the masses. Encouragement 
should be given to our men of capital 
and to all manufacturing industries, 50 
that they might be able © suc. 
cessfully to compete with the manu- 
facturers of the United States. 

He then moved for the appointment of a 
Special Committee to inquire into the 
matter, seconded by Mr. WORKMAN. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS said the Govern- 
ment would offer no opposition to the mo- 
tion, as much valuable information might 
be elicited ; but he would not have it 
understood that the manufacturing inter. 
estsof the country were ina very dis- 
tressed condition, the very opposite being 
the case. 


Mr. FERGUSON was sorry that the Fi- 
nance Minister had permitted this subject 
to be introduced by a private member, He 
would rather have heard that the Govern. 
ment were prepared to take steps with 
the view of taking up the question of pro- 
tection, not only to manufacturing, but to 
farming interests. He hoped that the 
policy which had been‘defeated last Ses- 
sion, when certain duties previously placed 
on flour, &c., were repealed, would be 
again brought forward, in order that there 
might befair protection to the farming 
interests 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON did not like the idea 
ofone of the fathers of Responsible 
Government leaving the matter ofa policy 
for the Government to be found by a 
Special Committee ot the House. 

Hon. Sir F: HINCKS was not aware that 
there was anything about finding a policy 
for the Government in the motion. 

Hon, Mr. HOLTON thoroughly under- 
stood the motiou, and was glad that the 
motion had been made in so eloquent 
terms by his friend, the honourable mem- 
ber for Hamilton, but, nevertheless, 
thought the Hon. Minister of Finance 
was not acting consistently with his 
previously expressed opinions. Hav- 
ing made some allusion to the lan- 
guage of the Secretary of State’ for the 
Province, on arecent occasion, as to how 
he could sit beside his colleagues without 
contaminating them, 
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Hon. Mr. HOWE said he was surpris 
ed that the member for Chateauguay (Mr. 
Holton) should have risen to make an 
attack upon him. He could produce a 
celebrated annexation memorial signed by 
certain people in Montreal asking that 
British authority should be removed from 
this country and it would be found that 
his (Mr. Holton) signature was among the 


number. He would also take the oppor- 
tunity of saying a word to _ the 
honorable member _ for Lambton. 


That gentleman had during the last two 
or three years thought proper to read him 
lectures on loyalty and respect for the 
British flag, and last winter when he (Mr. 
Howe) was sick in bed he had the bad 
taste und utter want of manliness to de- 
clare that he had shown disrespect and 
sought to dishonour the British flag in a 
part of this Dominion. He did not hesitate 
in saying that the story was a falses 
hood, but if the word was unpar- 
liamentary he would withdraw it. 
He would refer the honourable gentle- 
man to the record of his public life for 
the last thirty years, and would defy him 
to point out one line which could be 
shown to be at variance with loyalty. 
Any one who said the reverse was a 
slanderer and the truth was not in him. 
He would read an extract from a speech 
made in 1861 toa body of Englishmen in 
the city of Southampton when he used 
this language: 

‘¢ During the old times of persecution four 
brothers, bearing my name, left the southern 
counties of England, and settled in four of the 
old New England States. Their descendants 
number thousands and are scattered from Maine 
to California. My father was the only descendant 
of that stock who, at the revolution, adhered to 
the side of England. Hf bones restin the Hali- 
fax churchyard. I am his only surviving son 
and whatever the future may have in store, i 
want, when I stand beside his grave, to feel that 
Ihave done my best to preserve the connection 
he valued, that the British flag may wave above 
the soilin which he sleeps.”’ 

He could read many such extracts in proof 
of the stand he had always taken in aid of 
British authority. He referred to the 
position he took in 1839, when the Maine 
Militia was called out to invade the Pro- 
vince of NewBrunswick. At that time he 
was a member of the Legislature of Nova 
Scotia, and leader of a powerful opposition 
in that House. The Militia Laws had ex: 
pired and the Government was powerless. 
Sir Colin Campbell, at that time at the 
head of the Government, could not draw 
a shilling from the ‘Treasury for the de- 
fence ofthe flag of England. He (Mr. 
Howe) walked across the floor of the 
House and tendered the services of him. 
selfand his party to the leaderof the 
Government. A Committee was or- 


Hon. Mr Holton, 
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ganized, and before night  resolu- 
tions were reported placing £100,- 


000 at the disposal of the Govern- 
ment to arm the Province. The honor- 
able member wanted to know how his 
friends in the Government could sit be- 
side him without contamination. He 
would like to ask that gentleman how he 
could sit beside the member for Chateau- 
guay, an annexationist dyed in the wool, 
without fear of contamination. That hon- . 
orable gentleman had been caught in the 
act. As to his pamphlet, about which he 
had been so fiercely attacked, he was will- 
ing to submit a copy of it to the House at 
any time, and hedefied anybody to find 


one line in it that conflicted 
with the sentiments uttered at 
various periods of his long 


life of steadfast loyalty and support of 
British institutions. The pamphlet, had 
attracted some attention in the provinces 
and in England. He would like the mem- 
ber for Lambton to say something that 
would attract attention outside the ‘Pro- 
vince. He had not heard that the pam- 
phlet had done any mischief up to this 
time. It had done some good, The Lon- 
don Zimes had been preaching the doc- 
trine that England was an Eastern, not 
a Western power. Did not we know that 
very recently, when the expedition was 
sent to the North-West, the Zimes had 
said that it was the last time that England 


would interfere in such a manner. But 
now, what did it say?—that it 
was true a good deal had been 


said by Englishmen about throwing off the - 
Colonies, but that England was under the 
obligation of defending Canada and she 
would not repudiate it. If the pamphlet 
had done nothing more than elicit that 
declaration, it had done a world of good. 
He had been accused of speaking dispara- 
gingly of the United States. The honora= 
ble gentleman spoke of the United States 
as if no Canadian should ever find fault 
with them. For his own part he had 
always spoken fearlessly on public ques- 
tions whether connected with that country 
or any other, and he thought we ought 
to de so. He felt that we had reason to find 
fault. Had we not within the last five 
or six years had three or four Fenian 
raids on our Province, organized and _ fos- 
tered in their midst? And yet the Mem- 
ber for Lambton contends that we should 
speak with bated breath, when we utter 
words of remonstrance. He had been 
unwell when attacks were made upon him 
last Session, but he was now, thank God, 
prepared to vindicate his course indivi- 
dually, and the acts and policy of the 
Government of which he was a Member. 


EOE 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said—The Hon- 
orable member seems never to address 
the House except to pay off some person 


who, he imagines, has insulted him. It 
was an insult to suppose _ that his 
acts as a public man _ could not 


be criticized. He (Mr. Mackenzie) denied 
that he had made use of any expression 
which could be considered otherwise than 
as a just criticism of his conduct. He 
condemned the honourable gentleman’s 
conduct as strongly as possible. He (Mr. 
Howe) might, with that eloquence for 
which he was famed, endeavour to carry 
away the House, but 1% would not prevent 
him from criticising his public actions. 
It was his duty, and he would perform it. 
The honourable gentleman had stated that 
he (Mr. Mackenzie) had objected to his 
criticising treely the conduct of the 
United States. What he said was that he 
had apparently taken it for granted that 
the whole 40,000,000 of the United States 
were waiting to pounce on this country 
and he had deprecated his right to make 
any such assumption, He had been ac- 
cused of having charged the honorable 
gentleman, during last session, with prac- 
tically preaching treason in the North 
West by ordering down the British Flag. 
The Minister of Customs at once took 
down his expressions and he repeated 
them unhesitatingly. His information 
was obtained from newspapers and from 
letters, and he had heard it stated in the 
House. If he (Mr. Howe) now said that 
no such expression ever escaped him, he 
(Mr. McKenzie) would at once accept the 
denial and retract the statement. 


Hon. Mr. HOWE said he accepted the 
explanation of the hon, member for 
Lambton. That gentleman would remem. 
ber that he left the House last winter be- 
fore the Session closed. The progress of 
pudlic business had prevented him from 
taking the matter up earlier, but before 
the close he took an opportunity of con- 
tradicting the statements which had been 
made, and he was now content that the 
honourable member should withdraw the 
charge, and he gave his full assurance that 
he never made an observation about the 
flag or gave any order respecting it. He 
trusted that this would be accepted. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the hon. 
gentleman had waited until he had left the 
city. It was announced beforehand and 
generally known, that he was to attend a 
meeting at Kingston, and the hon. gentle- 
man had abundant opportunity to meet 
the charge earlier, butin his (Hon. Mr. 
Mackenzie’s) absence he was cowardly 
enough 


4 


to use towards him the most 
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offensive expressions possible, and now he 
endeavoured to palliate his conduct in 
publishing this offensive pamphlet, by 
saying that it had been noticed in the 
London Times. ‘That paper however no- 
ticed it to condemn it. The hon. gentle- 
man fancied himself celebrated, when in 
fact he was only notorious, a position 
which any one could attain who chose to 
write such a foolish, senseless, impolitic 
pamphlet as he had written; and all this 
was to be forgotten, because he had once 
delivered loyal and generous speeches. 
Was he to be bound by these old speeches, 


‘and never criticise anything now said? 


Were these old utterances to condone 
everything disloyal, impolitic and wrong 
in every sensethat he might now utter. 
He (Mr. Mackenzie) refused to be govern- 
ed by this rule, and should freely criticise 
his expressions and sentiments, no matter 
how strong and offensive the expressions 
might be that were addressed to him in 
reply. . 

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGTON desired to make 
a few remarks in reference first to the mo- 
tion of the member for; Hamilton, and 
ae to the matter that had arisen out 
of it. 

Mr. SPEAKER here decided that nos 
thing further could be allowed, except in 
reference to the motion before the 
House. 

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGTON then said he 
would confine his remarks to his first sub- 
ject. He believed that this question of the 
manufacturing interests of the Dominion 
was one of great importance, and that the 
motion mustresultin great good to the 
country if properly managed ; but the 
people of the country must be careful not 
to let anyone take up the cry before the 
elections, simply for political purposes, 
and he hoped the question would be 
understood as one that could not be set- 
tled hurriedly, as one of very great con- 
sequence to all. There should be no at- 
tempt to deal with the question as politi- 
cal capital, but rismg above politics, it 
should be treated in the spirit of states- 
manship and regard for the interests of 
Canada. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) 
said he had intended to move for @ 


| Select Committee to consider the best 


means of promoting the agricultural inte« 
rests of the Dominion, but it had been 
suggested to him that this might be 
coupled with the motion now before the 
House, and he therefore moved in amend- 
ment that the agricultural interests should 
be added to the other subject to be con- 
sidered by the committee moved for by 
the member for Hamilton, That gentle- 
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man had referred to the great benefit 
which the country was likely to derive 
from the protection of its manufacturing 
interests, but there was no class in the 
community whose interests should be 
more protected than the agricultural 
class. While the manufacturer was pro- 
tected to the extent of 15 per cent., no 
protection was afforded to the agricul- 
turist, and those in Ontario expecially, 
suftered from tke want of that protection. 
Canadian farmers were to a great extent 
shut out of American markets, having to 
pay a duty of no less than 20 per cent. on 
all produce seut to the States. It seemed 
to him that the advocates of free trade 
took a very one-sided view of the matter, 
and he regretted the Government had not 
taken a more determined stand in main- 
taining the protection they had introduced 
two sessions ago. ‘I'he member for Shef- 
ford had urged that the question should 
not be turned into political capital, but he 
knew no one more ready to make political 
capital of such a matter than that gentle- 
man. During the last ten years the increase 
of population in Ontario and Quebec had 
been only 300,000, while it had been 
double that durmg the ten _ years 
previous, while in his own county the po- 
pulation was very much smaller thar it 
was a year ago, and he attributed this to 
the want of protection afforded the agri- 
cultural interests. He said that among 
the manufacturers of England a strong 
feeling was springing up in favor of pro- 
tection, and they found that Sir Robert 
Peel’s prediction that all other nations 
would follow their example and establish 
free trade was not fulfilled, and their im- 
ports were, to avery great extent, larger 
than their exports, while in one year the 
bullion in the Bank of England had de. 
creased to the extent of £4,000,000 ster: 
ling. He deprecated the manner in which 
everything that could have been offered 
to the United States in exchange for re- 
ciprocity, had been relinquished, and said 
that now when all the young men of the 
country were leaving for the States and 
the whole tide of emigration from the old 
country was flowing there, it was high 
time that the matter should be con- 
sidered, and ie trusted therefore that 
his amendment would be accepted. 

Hon. Mr. BLAK, trusted that the 
Minister of Fiance would give to the 
agricultural interests the same considera-~ 
tion that he accorded tothe other ins 
terests of the Dominion. For his own part, 
as they were going into the Committee bu- 
siness, he could not conceive a juncture at 
which it was more important that these 
questions should be discussed, as the Goy- 


Ar. Jones. 
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ernment seemed to think it proper that 
their policy should be determined upon 
through committees ; but the Committee 
must remember what the ministerial ut- 
terances as to the condition and prospects 
of the country had been. He would not 
refer to the terms of abuse used by the 
Hon. the Secretary of State for the Pro- 
vinces in reply to the honourabie mem- 
bers for Chateauguay and Lambton, as he 
thought silence was the best mode in 
which to meet such langu.ge, nov a con- 
temptible silence, but a compassionate 
silence. The words which he had uttered 
and written and published were extremely 
immaterial to the question as to whether 
these important interests should be taken 
in hand by the House. They knew that 
the honourable gentleman had had ona 
former occasion an opportunity to explain 
or retract those words, but he did not 
avail himself of it, and now that oppor- 
tunity had been repeated with the same 
result. He told them that they were 
words of soberness and propriety. The 
hon. gentleman had vindicated his loyalty 
in the past, he had told them of acts he 


had done in days gone by, which 
he contended gave him a. title 
to the gratitude of the country. 


He (Mr. Blake) considered that this being 
so, rendered all the more significant the 
language which the hon. gentleman, so 
loyal in times past, now thought fit to use. 
If he so faithful and so loyal and disposed 
to sacrifice so much rather than indulge 
for a moment in a suggestion of anything 


foreign to the interests of the Empire, if _ 


he told them, with reference to what the 
member for Leeds and Grenville had said 
had been given up to Americans, that it was 
an effort on the part of England to buy 
her own peace with the sacrifice of Cana~ 
dian interests, the House and Committee 
had some knowledge of the views of the 
Government, which would guide them in 
considering the question to be submitted 
to them (laughter). ‘lhe hon. gentleman 
had gone on to term the ‘Treaty a 
‘Comedy of Errors,’’ and to state that the 
time had come for England and Canada 
to come to a clear understanding with 
regard to their connection with each 
other, and had quoted the utterances of 
Cabinet Ministers in England in order to 
show that England desired to break off 
her connection with Canada. If this was 
the real state of affairs, he (Mr. Blake) 
was glad he was not named a member of 
the Committee, and he was not surprised 
that the Hon. Secretary of State for the 
Provinces and the Government should 
shrink from the task of settling the mat- 
ter now to be delegated to a Committee, 
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Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: said he 
hoped the committee would not be fright- 
ened from doing their duty by the re- 
marks of the hon. member for West Dur- 
ham, and he trusted they would meet 
and collect all the information that was 
desirable for the purpose of being used 
by the House, and being of service to the 
country. The hon. member who had just 
spoken, as well as the hon. member for 
Chateauguay seemed to think that the 
House had no power to act or to exercise 
any opinion except to register the decrees 
of the Government and that they were 
not legislative, and could not enter upon 
any subject except with the sanction of 
the Government. It was an old saying 
that information would do no one any 
harm and he trusted that in this instance 
full information would be obtained. The 
member for Hamilton in the interests of 
his constituents and of the country at 
large, had moved for a committee for the 
purpose of submitting to Parliament the 
information they might collect, and there 
had been an appeal made by the hon. 
member for Shefford, that the subject 
might not be approached as a political 
question at all, and he had urged that the 
House should rise above mere political 
considerations and deal with it as states- 
men, forgetting party for the good of the 
country. That appeal however had been 
made in vain and had been rejected by the 
hon. member for West Durham, but he 
(Sir John) knew the members of the Com- 
mittee would do their duty, for their 
names were a sufficient assurance that 

hey would honestly deal with the matter 
without any reference to political partizan- 
ship. The hon. member for West Durham 
said that he should treat with the silence 
of compassion the language of the hon. 
Secretary of State for the Provinces. He 
(Sir John) regretted that language, but 
if the offence was marked, the pro- 
vocation was great.; *He also regret«< 
ted that the hon. member for Cha- 
teauguay had not obseved his usual 
moderation, but had characterized the ex. 


pressions of the Secretary of State for the 


Provinces as ‘‘indecent,’’ an expression as 
unparliamentary as could well be made 
use of. He (Sir John), however, thought 
the Speaker had used a wise discretion in 
refusing to interfere until the matter had 
been talked out, but now it had been 
fairly talked out, he hoped no more would 
be heard of it. The hon. member for 
West Durham had characterized the lan- 
guage of the address of the Secretary of 
‘State for the Provinces as disloyal, but let 
any one read that speech and see whether 
there was any disloyalty in it, The expres- 


sions and sentiments were such in which 
he (Sir John) did not concur, the belief 
one in which he did not share; but the 
hon. gentleman had used the language 
With regret—it was the wailing cry of a 
loyalist fearing that the colony was going 
to be forsaken (cheers). He (Sir John) 
believed that the Parliament of England 
was right and sound in the matter, and 
that there was no ground for the fear, and 
that while there was a power in England, 
strong in intellect, but not in numbers, 
who thought that England would be safer 
and more secure without her colonies, 
that sentiment was not the prevailing 
sentiment of England, and he was satis- 
fied that on the first appeal to the people 


of England they would pronounce 
that they would still adhere 
to the old maxim of . “ Ships, 


Colonies and Commerce.’’ He believed 
the hon. gentleman, his colleague, was in 
error, he himself was more sanguine, but 
he also believed he was the more correct ; 
and he was satisfied that no ministry in 
England could exist at the present time 
or for many many years to come if they 
laid down as one of the principles of their 
Government that they were better divest 
ed of all their colonies, which gave Eng- 
land such position and such moral as well 
as physical power in the world. The hon, 
member from West Durham had called 
the language of the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, very dangerous doctrine, 
but if that honourable member was fairly 
reported inthe columns of the Globe he 
had stated that the consequence of the 
Treaty of Washington would be that 
there must be a reorganization of the 
Empire, and that the relations of 
this country must be _ changed, 
and this he had not said asa matter of 
regret, he did not state his opinion with 
sorrow, but he said it because he consl- 
dered that, commercially speaking, 
Canada’s rights had not been fully pro- 
tected by the Treaty. (Cheers) Had 
any ene accused the hon. member of dis- 
loyalty because of these expressions’? No, 
No such accusation had been brought 
against him, though he richly deserved it 
from the tone he had just adopted. The or- 
ganization of the Empire was to be changed 
because for a few years tbe Americans 
were to have the right to catch fish im 
Canadian waters (cheers). Canada was to 
call England to account, and the honour- 
able member for West Durham had 
almost used the language he had 
quoted from the speech of the Hon. sopoie 
tary of State for the Provinces, for he ha 

said that now was the time for Canada and 
England to meet face to face, and had 
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stated it as his ownsentiment and resolve, 
because as a leading statesman he was 
bound to carry his principles into practice, 
that the Empire was to be reorganized 
because the mackerel and herring had 
been handed over to the Yankees for ten 
long endless years. The Secretary of 
State for the Provinces was attacked be- 
cause he disapproved of the withdrawal of 
Her Majesty’s troops from the country. 
He (Sir John) shared the belief that it was 
a mistake in the Imperial Government to 
withdraw the troops, but the matter was 
one that had to be judged by Imperial 
considerations, though his individual opin- 
ion was that England would have acted 
with wise discretion if she had still main- 
tained the troops in Canada as a symbol 
of her sovereignty, and still manned the 
old walls of Quebec. Looking to the in- 
terests of the Empire alone, it would have 
been well if the garrison had been main- 
tained there, and he did not stand alone 
in that view. Great statesmen in England 
had pronounced the same ovinion. He 
did not speak of the Conservative party, 
who might from old associations 
desire to maintain the old state of affairs, 
the old relationship with the Colonies, 
but Lord Russell had protested against 
the withdrawal of the troops from Can- 
ada. Whether England was wise or un- 
wise in doing so itwas for her to decide. 
Canada had no right to insist on her view 
of the matter, but he regretted that they 
had not the martial tread of the troops in 
the streets and the sound of the martial 
music, but they submitted without one 
single feeling except of regret that they 
haa lost the symbol of England’s sov- 
ereignty.. He had heen induced to make 
these remarks in consequence of what had 
fallen from the member for West Dur- 
ham. With reference to the ametidment 
ot the member for Leeds and Grenville, 
there could be no objection to it if it met 
with the approval cf the member for Ham- 
ilton who had made the original mo- 
tion. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON had not intended to 
say one wordin reply to the ‘“ Billings- 
gate”’ levelled at him by the Secretary of 
State for the Provinces, but as the leader 
of tae Government had referred to an ob. 
servation of his as a provocation of the 
very improper and unparliamentary tirade 
of the Secretary of State for the Provinces, 
he desired to say a very few words in ex. 
planation. He denied fhat the word ‘ in- 
decent” as he had made use 
of it was  unparliamentary, The 
hon. gentieman had been charged 
in a former debate with having delivered 
a speech, the whole drift of which went to 


Hon. Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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show that the connection between Canada 
and the Empire should not be maintained 
because of two grievances. One of these 
grievances was the withdrawal of the 
troops. He (Mr. Holton) considered that 
perfectly justifiable. He might regret it, 
but he did not think they had any right 
to find fault with it. The second com 
plaint was that England had bartered 
away Cenadian interests. He could not 
forget that the hon. gentleman sat in that 
House as the colleague and follower of a 
gentleman who had signed that very 
treaty, and what he intended to imply 
was that fora Minister of the Crown to 
propose the severance of the connection 
with England on these two grounds was 
‘‘indecent,’’ and he repeated it. He 
maintained that he remaining on the same 
benches the Government assumed the 
whole responsibility of the utterances of 
the Secretary of State for the Provinces. 


Hon, Mr. BLAKE said that the speech 
to which the Minister of Justice had re- 
ferred had been reported substantially 
correctly, and he was prepared to abide 
by it. What he had desired’to say in his 
former remarks was that if it was true 
that England had recently tried to barter 
away Canadian interests for her own 
benefit, and that Cabinet Ministers in 
England were acting in a manner that 
involved the separation of the country, 
then this country was ata serious and ap- 
palling juncture. 


Mr. WORKMAN (Montreal), had agreed 
to second the motion of the member for | 
Hamilton, that he might have an opportu- 
nity to examine the evidence brought be. 
fore the Committee, at the same time he 
desired distinctly to state that he was not 
in favor of a high protective duty. Some 
branches of manufacture were not suffi- 
ciently protected, but the country was 
thoroughly prosperous, and if these 
branches could be protected, the pros. 
perity would continue. As to the other 
subject that had been introduced into 
the discussion. He happened to be in New 
York when the lecture in question was de- 
livered, and had been accosted on the 
subject on the Exchange there by parties 
who said that a Cabinet Minister at Ottawa 
openly advocaved annexation. He had 
denied this, but had afterwards read the 
lecture with great regret because the 
previous life and action of the hon, lec- 
turer had evinced a much higher tone of 
loyalty. He had, however, listened with 
great pleasure to the utterances of the 
Premier, because they had convinced him 
that the Cabinet were notin favor of a 
change in the connection with England, 


: 
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He wished to live and die under the old 
flag. 

Mr. YOUNG [Waterloo] thought the 
Government ought themselves to havea 
policy on the question and should not 
delegate the matter to a Committee, al- 
though he said there might be some ex- 


-cuse for the proceeding as Government 


seemed utterly unable to frame a com- 
mercial policy. He referred to changes 
in the tariff which had been made in al. 
most every session, dwelling on the pro- 
ceedings in the session of 1869, terming 
the action of the Minister of Finance at 
that time a summersault. With revard to 
the duty on grain and flour, he maintained 
that the farmers did not want any such 
absurd duty, as they know that it would 
be no advantage to them and a great in- 
jury to other interests of the Dominion. 
Everyone would admit that it would be a 
great benefit to encourage manufactures, 
but other interests should not be forgotten, 


and he trusted that the Committee would 


remember that they were acting for the 
whole community and not for any parti 
cular portion. 


Mr. MAGILL (Hamilton) said that the 
practice of appointing Committees on such 
matters had been called in question, but 
he maintained that it was in accordance 
with British practice and quoted from Mr. 
Todd’s work in support ef his state- 
ment, With regard to the amendment 
he considered that the Committee as he 
had asked for it would have quite enough 
work on its hands and he could not con- 
sent therefore to the agricultural interests 
being also submitted to it. 

Hon. Sir FRANUIS HINCKS replied to 
the remarks of the member for Waterloo 
as to the changes in the Tariff. He ex- 
plained the reasons that had induced the 
Government to change its policy in 1870, 


and said that in 1871 they would have | 


been quite prepared to take off the duties 
on the articles in question as far as reve- 
nue{was concerned, and had only hesitated 
to do so on account of the negotiations 
thea pending at Washington. 


Hon, Mr. ANGLIN spoke on the same 


points, attributing the sudden change in 


| 
| 


the Tariff to the pressure brought to bear 


on them by a gentleman now in the Cab- 


inet who had threatened the Ministry 


with the opposition of the whole of Nova 
Scotia if they did not accede to his re- 
quest. 

Mr. BODWELL (North Oxford) said the 
agricultural interests of the country did 
not require any system of protection. He 


accused the member for Hamilton of 
having formerly advocated the interests 
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of the farming population, and now, when 
it suited his own interests casting them 
off, by refusing to consent to their inte- 
rests being considered by the committee 
for which he had moved. He hoped the 
amendment would not be withdrawn. 


Mr, JONES (Leeds and Grenville) re- 
gretted very much that the member for 
Hamilton objected to his amendment, but 
of course he could only withdraw it and 
move for a separate committee at another 
time. 

The main motion was then carried. 


WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS RAILWAY. 


Mr. SAVARY moved for copies of all 
correspondence respecting the use by the 
Windsor and Annapolis Railway Company 
of Government Railway between Halifax 
and Windsor. Carried. 


of the Dominion. 


DEATH OF ALBERT RIDER. 


Mr. SAVARY moved for Reports rela— 
tive to the death by accident of Albert 
Rider, on the Government Railway be. 
tween Halifax and Windsor, and for a 
statement of all accidents on that Railway 
and their causes. —Varried. ; 

fHlon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
Government would submit astatement of 
the affairs of the Bank of Upper Canada. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS replied in 
the affirmative. 

‘The House adjourned at 5.50. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 18, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o'clock, 

PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were read: _ 

Of the Corporation of the Town of Wood- 
stock, in the Province of Ontario. 

Of Sir W. E. Logan, F.R.S., and others 
of the City of Montreal, of Sir Hugh Allan, 
President of the Montreal Telegraph Com- 
pany, and of the Board of ‘I'rade of the 
City of Montreal. 

Of Messrs. Jones and Miller, and of Wm. 
Lewis and others connected with Shipping 
in the Province of Ontario. 

Of the Caughnawaga Ship Canal Com» 


pany. 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL moved, seconded 
by Hon. Mr. MITCHELL, that the following 
be Standing Committees of the House: 

Printing —Hon. Messrs. Aikens, Bureau, 
Burnham, Carroll, Chapais, Dumouchel, 
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Ferguson, Girard, Hazen, Holmes, Locke, 
Olivier, Reesor, Sanborn, Simpson and 
Skead. 

Lisrary—Hon. Messrs. Allan, Blake, 
Bourinot, Chaffers, Chapais, Cormier, Corn- 
wall, Ferguson,* Girard, Hazen, Lacoste, 
Leonard, Locke, Macfarlane, Malhiot, 
Mills, Odell, Panet, Reesor, Renaud and 
Steeves. 

SranpINc OrpERS AND Private BILts.— 
Hon. Messrs. Aikins, Allan, Archibald, 
Armand, Botsford, Bourinot, Cornwall, 
Dever, Dickson, Ferrier, Flint, Girard, 
Guevremont, Hazen, Letellier de St. Just, 
Miller, Northrop, Olivier, Panet, Perry, 
Sanborn, Steeves, and Hon. Mr. Camp- 
bell. 

BANKING, COMMERCE, AND RalLways.— 
Hon. Messrs. Bureau, Chapais, Churchill, 
Ferrier, Foster, Hamilton (Kingston), 
Kaulback, McDonald (Toronto), McLelan, 
McMaster, Macdonald (Victoria), Macpher- 
son, Malhiot, Mitchell, Robertson, Ryan, 
Simpson, Skead, Smith, Sutherland, Tes- 
sier, Wark, Wilmot, and Wilson. 

Contingent Accounts. — Hon. Messrs. 
Armand, Benson, Botsford, Burnham, 
Carroll, Chapais, Christie, Dickey, Dick- 
son, Dumouchel, Hamilton (Inkerman), 
Letellier de St. Just. McClelan, McDonald 
(Toronto), Macfarlane, Macpherson, Miller, 
Mitchell, Mills, Read, Ryan, Seymour, 
Shaw, Tessier, and Wilson. 


PATENTS. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN made the following 
enquiry of the Government :—Whether it 
is the intention of the Government during 
the present Session of Parliament, to in- 
troduce a Bill to amend the Law relating 
to Patents for Inventions, so as to permit 
citizens of other countries to obtain Pas 
tents on the same terms as citizens of the 
Dominion can obtain them in foreign coun- 
tries ; not giving to foreigners in any cage 
better terms than to our own citizens ? 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—It is the inten- 
tion of the Government to introduce a bill 
making more liberal the existing law res- 
pecting Patents ; but it will be more con- 
venient hereafter to state its precise de- 
tails. 

THE FISHERIES. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER asked :—Whether it 
is the intention of the Government to 
maintain a force for the protection of the 
Coast Fisheries during the coming seasen, 
and if'so, will the Imperiat Government 
co-operate in the service ? 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—It is the inten- 
tion of the Government to place the usual 
force on the service to which my hon. 
friend has reterred, and it is also the inten- 


Hon, Mr, Campbelt. 
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tion of the Imperial Government to give 
such directions as will ensure the co.oper- 
ation of Her Majesty’s fleet with the crui- 
sers of the Dominion. 


Hon. Mr. LOCKE—Is the force to be 
placed on the service at once ? 


Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—One vessel has 
already received orders to proceed to the 
Magdalen Islands in connection with the 
herring fishery. The mackerel fishery 
which requires the most vigilance on our 
part, does not come on till later, but we 
wil] have our vessels on the ground as soon 
as they will be required. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL brought down a 
message from His Excellency transmit- 
ting papers respecting the Washington 
Treaty. 

The House then adjourned. 


Business. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuurspay, 18TH Aprit, 1872, 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o'clock, p.m. 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS. 


Six Petitions were brought up, and laid 
on the table. 

The following petitions were received 
and read :— . 

Of the 8t. Lawrence and Ottawa Railway 
Company ; of the Western Assurance Com- 
pany of Toronto ; and of the Caughnawaga 
Ship Canal Company; severally praying 
for certain amendments to their Act of 
Incorporation. 

Of Sir William E. Logan, F.R.S., and 
others ; praying for certain amendments 
to the Act respecting Patents for Inven- 
tion. 4 

Of the Montreal Board of Trade ; pray- 
ing that the Insolvent Acts in force in 
Canada may not be repealed. 

Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
of Canada; praying for the passing of an 
Act to confirm their agreement with the 
International Bridge Company, and for 
other purposes. 

Of the International Bridge Company; 
praying for the passing of an Act to con- 
firm their agreement with the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company of Canada, and 
to authorize them to make a lease of the 
said bridge, and for other purposes. 

Of the Honorable John Hamilton Gray, 
of the City of Ottawa, Canada, William 
I’. Bruff, George Wells Owen and Charles 
Hley, of the ity of Londen, England, 
and others; praying for an Act ot Incor- 
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poration under the name of The Thunder 
Bay Silver Mines Railway Co. 

Of the Honorable John Hamilton Gray, 
of the City of Ottawa, Canada, William 
I’. Bruff, George Wells Owen and Charles 
Eley,jof the City of London, England, and 
others ; praying for an Act of Incorporation 
under the name of The Thunder Bay Silver 
Mines Bank. 

__Of the Honorable John Hamilton Gray, 
of the City of Ottawa, Canada, William 
F. Bruff, George Wells Owen and Charles 
Eley, of the City of London, England, and 
others; praying for an Act of Incorporation 
under the name of I'he Thunder Bay Silver 
Mines Telegraph Company. 

Of Eugéne Martineau, Mayor of Ottawa, 
and others; praying for an Act ot Incor- 
poration under the name of The Quebec 
Pacific Railroad Company. 

_ Of the Municipal Council of the County 
of Essex; praying for a division of the 
said County for electoral purposes in the 
manner therein mentioned. 

Of the Municipal Council of the Town 
of Woodstock; praying for the repeal or 
the amendment of the Insolvent Acts. 

Of A, Ularkson and others, Shipowners, 
and others; andof Messrs. Jones and 
Miller, and others, Shipowners and others ; 
severally praying for the passing of an Act 

to provide for the collection of demands 
against Ships and Vessels. 

__ Of the Provisional Directors of the Lon- 
don and Canadian Loan and Agency Com- 
pany (limited), praying for certain amend. 
ments to the Act incorporating the said 

Compary. 

Of James Lamont and others, of the 
Town of Chatham, County of Kent ; praying 
for an Act of Incorporation under the name 
of the Chatham Board of Trade. 

_ Of Acalus Lockwood Palmer, and others, 

Merchants of the City of St. John, Province 

of New Brunswick; praying for an Act of 

Incorporation to enable them to carry on 

the business of Banking in the said city. 

Of George Laidlaw and others, of the 

City of Toronto; praying for an Act of In- 

Orporation under the name of the Lake 

Superior and Fort Garry Railway Company. 

| Of Milton Courtright and others, Direc- 

bors of the Canada Southern Railway Com- 
oany ; praying for the passing of Acts for 
she incorporation respectively, of Compa- 
nies for the construction ofa Railway 

3ridge over the River St. Clair, and of a 

Railway Bridge or tunnel over or through 

‘he Detroit River. 
Ofthe Canada Southern Railway Com- 

yany ; praying for the passing of Acts for 

he incorporation respectively of Com. 
sanies for the construction of a Railway 

sridge over the River St. Clair, and of a 
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Railway Bridge or Tunnel over or through 
the Detroit River; and for power to the 
said Canada Southern Railway Company to 
become guarantors for the said respective 
Companies. 

Of Anson Green Phelps Dodge, of Kes- 
wick, Township of North Gwillimbury, 
County of York, Lumber Merchant ; pray- 
ing for an Act of Naturalization. 

Of Messrs. Gooderham, and Worts, and 
others, of the City of Toronto; praying for 
an Act of incorporation under the name 
of the Mail Printing and Publishing Com- 
pany (limited.) 

Of the St. Catharines Board of ‘Lrade : 
praying for an Act of incorporation. 

Of Thomas C. Chisholm, and Others, 
Produce and Provision Merchants, of the 
Dominion of Canada; praying for an Act 
of incorporation under the name of the 
Toronto Corn Exchange Association. 

Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
of Canada ; praying for power to create a 
Third Mortgage on the Montreal and 
Champlain Railroad Line, by them pur. 
chased, not to exceed $500,000, and for 
power to consolidate all liens upon the 
said Railroad. 

Of the Montreal and Champlain Rail. 
road Company; praying that power may 
be granted to the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company, to create a third mortgage on 
the Montreal and Champlain Railroad 
Line, by them purchased, not to exceed 
$500,000, and for power to consolidate all 
liens upon the said Railroad. 

Hon. Mr, BLAKE introduced a Bill (No. 
8), to provide for holding the Elections at 
any general Election, on the same day.— 
Second reading on Monday next. 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT introduced a Bill 
(No. 9), for the better protection of navi- 
gable Streams and Rivers.—Second reading 
on Monday next. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE introduced a Bill (No, 
10), securing the independence of the Se- 
nate.—Second reading on Monday next. 


Hon Sir FRANCIS HINCKS presented, 
—Statement of all allowances and gratui- 
ties granted under the Act 33 Vict. c. 4, 
intituled: An Act for the better ensuring 
the efficiency of the Civil Service of Ca- 
nada, by providing for the superannuation 
of persons employed therein in certain 
cases. And, Statement of the cases in 
which additions have been made to the 
actual number of years’ service of persons 
employed in the Civil Service who have 
been superannuated under the provisions 
of the Act 33 V. c. 4. ) 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 
Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD laid 
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before the House, by command of His 
Excellency,-—-Report of the Postmaster 
General, for the year ending 30th June, 
1871. 

He also delivered the following Message 
from His Excellency the Governor General, 
which was read by Mr. Speaker :— 

LIsGaR. 

The Governor General transmits for the 
information of the House of Commons 
certain despatches and minutes of the 
Privy Council, having reference to the 
Treaty of Washington. 

Government House, 

Ottawa, 18th April, 1872. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE had observed 
that this message had been communicated 
to one of the newspapers of the city be- 
fore it was laid before the House, and he 
thought the House was entiiled to some 
explanation. He considered it a violation 
ot the usages that have hitherto prevailed. 
It was out of the question that the House 
should be expectei to look to the news- 
papers for advance intelligence on im- 
portant public questions, and he desired 
to know whether it was with the consent 
of the leader of the Government that 
the Ottawa Times had become possessed of 
this information. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that it was with his knowledge and consent, 
that it had in fact been done by himself. 
He had told a gentleman connected with 
the paper what the substance of the com- 
munication would be, and in doing so he 
had not violated any rules of Parliament- 
ary practice or usage, 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON differed with the 
honourable gentleman on that point, It 
was contrary to rule that papers which had 
been promised to Parliament should be 
communicated to irresponsible parties 
before being presented, and while the 
House was in Session. 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD.—There 
was no pleasing the honourable gentlemen 
opposite. Ever since his return from 
Washington they had been attacking him 
for his reticence, and blaming him for not 
calling a public meeting and stating the 
policy of the Government, and now they 
complained because he had taken the 
opportunity—the earliest opportunity he 
could take, because the last document was 
only dated the 15th instant—of indicat- 
ing that policy. He denied in toto that 
there was any breach of propriety in the 
Government making public any informa- 
tion of public interest, and he defied the. 
member for Chateauguay to produce any 
book on English’ practice which stated 
that such was not the case. 


Hon. Sir J. A. Macdonald, 
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Hon. Mr. BLAKE before proceeding to 
the Orders of the Day wanted to know, 
when the Report of the Fisheries would 
be brought down. 


Hon. Dr. [UPPER said the Report was 
being printed and would be brought 
down at an early date. 


Washington. 


QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS. 


Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne)—Whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
introduce during the present session of 
Parliament, a Bill to amend the Patent 
Laws so as to enable all British subjects to 
take patents in the Dominion without be- 
ing subjected to the clause of the present 
law requiring one year’s previous residence, 
also to amend the same by requiring that 
the patentee shall commence to carry on 
the manufacture of the articles patented 
within twelve months after the patent is 


Hon. Mr. POPE—It was the intention — 
of the Government to do so. 


Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne)—Whether 
it isthe intention of the Government to 
appoint a Fishery Officer with magisterial 
powers for that of the Province of Quebec | 
comprising the Counties of Argenteuil, — 
Terrebonne, Montcalm, Joliette, and Ber- 
thier ? i’ 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER replied that such was 
the intention of the Government. 

Mr. MERRITT—Whether it is the in. 
tention of the Government to establish a 
Meteorological Bureau so that the system 
of weather reports and storm signals, 
found to be so useful in Britain and the 
United States, may be extended to all sui- 
table Ports in the Dominion; and if so, 
how soon? 


Hon. Dr. TUPPER said that the ‘Go- 
vernment was not prepared to take action 
in the matter so fully, as the question of 
the hon. member suggested, but that some 
action would be taken in the matter, du- 
ring the present session. 


Mr, YOUNG—Whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to proceed dur- 
ing the present year, or have abandoned 
the construction of the fortifications for 
which they took power to borrow £1,100,- 
000 sterling during the first session of 
Parliament ? 


_ Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER said 
it was not the intention to do so this year, 
but as an agreement existed between the 
Imperial and Dominion Governments, the 
policy could not be abandoned. 

_ Mr. YOUNG—Whether it is the inten 
tion of the Government to make any al- 
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terations in the Klection Laws during the 
present session, and more particularly 
wheth r they propose to amend the exist- 
ing laws so that the election in each Pro- 
vince shall take place simultaneously ? 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
amendments to existing laws would be 
made, but no action would be taken with 
a view te elections being held s:multan- 
eously, 

Mr. MAGILL—Whether (in view of the 
contemplated improvements and exten- 
sion of our system of canals referred to in 


Questions 


‘the Speech from the Throne) it is the in- 


tention of Government to carry into effect 
and adopt the recommendations contained 
in the heport of the Canal Commissioners 
presented to the Secretary of State, dated 
February 24th, 1871? 

Hon, Mr. LANGEVIN said the matter 
would be considered by the Government, 
and the papers would be brought down in 


Hon. Mr. Gia Y—Whether any esti- 
mates, detailed or aggregate, have been 
made by the Dominion Government to 
the British Government of the expenses 
and damages sustained by Canada in the 
Fenian raids of 1866 and 1870? and 
whether in the estimate of the year 1866, 
if made, are included the expenses borne 
by New Brunswick on that occasion? 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said that 
there had been communication on the 
subject with the Imperial Government, 
that no estimate had been made, and that 
in the communications New Brunswick 
had been included. 

Hon. Mr. GRAY—Whether any steps 
have been taken by the Canadian Govern- 


-ment—=:hrough the British Government, 


or otherwise,—to bring-before the United 


States Government the illegal abduction, 
by American citizens, from the Port of 


-Guysboro’, in Nova Scotia, in the month 


ef September iast, of the American Fishing 
schooner “C, H. Horton,’’ seized for a 
viclation of the Canadian Fishery Laws, 
aad at the time within the" custody of, 
and awaiting the action of the Courtof Ad. 
miraliy in Canada? 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—Cor- 
respondence had been going on between 
the United States and Dominion Govern- 
ments, and if the honourable member 
would move for the correspondence, it 
would be brought down. 

Hoa. Mr. BLAKEH—Whether it is’ the 
intention of the Government this Session 
to propose a Supreme Court Bill? 

Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 
is not. 


5 
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Mr. TREMBLAY—Whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government to promote by 
a subsidy the establishment of a line of 
telegraph along the North Shore below 
Quebec, with a view of affording protection 
to the interest of trade and navigation, 
and of rendering it possible, in the case 
of shipwrecks, which are so frequent on 
that coast, to procure assistance for those, 
who for want of means of communication, 
are there exposed to perish from hunger 
and suffering ? 


Hon, Mr, LANGEVIN—The matter had 
been brought under the notice of the Gov- 
ernment by an honourable Senator of the 
Dominion, and was now under considera- 
tion. | 

Mr. KEELER—Whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to introduce dur. 
ing the present Session any measures pro- 
viding for the inspection of Salt manu- 
factured in the Dominion ? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said there 
would be a general Inspection Law, but 
that no representation had been made by 
the trade upan the subject. 


by Members. 


ACCOUNTS PAID FOR CONFIDENTIAL 
PRINTING. 


Mr. YOUNG moved for copies of all 
accounts paid or received for confidential 
printing since date of last returns. 

Hon. Mr., SANDFIELD MACDONALD 
said it was the habit of some uonourable 
members to place on paper, notices of 
motions, calling for all manner of informa- 
tion. It would be more satisfactory in 
many cases if honourable gentlemen would 
ask for such information from the Com- 
mittee of Public Accounts. Such demands 
made upon Government were really use- 
less. He had some experienee in such 
matters. They gave much trouble, were 
printed in an appendix, altogether lost 
sight of, and costly. 

Mr. YOUNG thought the honourable 
gentleman, to use an expression he had 
heard made use of on the other side 
of the House, was barking up 
the wrong tree. There was certainly 
some truth in what had been said by the 
honouréble member for Cornwall, but if he 
had been in his place oftener than he was 
during last session, he would have known 
that a great improvement had taken place 
in the matter of getting printing done. 
Setting aside the plan proposed by the 
Printing Committee of giving everything, 
in the way of printing, out by contract, 
the Government had given the Confiden- 
tial Printing and Binding without any con- 
tract whatever, and he (Mr. Young) de- 
sired to know how much had been paid for 
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it. He believed that the Government had 
given the contract for binding without 
tenders and the House should know what 
is being paid for the work. He believed 
the amount was larger than ought to be 
paid. He was aware that the member for 
Cornwall was of a very economical turn 
of mina, but it was often the case that 
economy was carried too far. 


RETURNS OF CUSTOMS AT HUDSON’S BAY. 


Mr. YOUNG moved to know whether 
customs duties had been collected in St. 
James’s Bay, into which two or more ves- 
sels yearly entered to take off furs and 
bring in Knglish goods, He believed that 
no duties had been collected. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said that the duties 
could not be collected without authority, 
but the information which the honourable 
gentleman sought for would be given. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF CANADA. 


Hon. Mr, HOWE—Committee of the 
Whole for Friday next to consider a reso- 
lution for the appropriation of the sum of 
forty-five thousand dollars annually, for 
the term of five years, to defray the ex- 
penses of the geological survey of Canada. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE wanted to know 
why this money was required for five years. 
He was aware it had been done before, 
but that was no reason. There was no 
money that he would more cheerfully 
give, but he thought that the granting of 
this money should not for so long a period 
be granted, and so dispense, as it were, 
with the yearly action of Parliament in 
the matter of a money grant. 

Hon. Mr. HOWE intimated that the 
officers employed in the survey were only 
employed for a limited period, and it waa 
to give them some assurance that their 
services would be retained for a reasonable 
time and that they would not be liable to 
be disturbed each Session. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought the 
geological staff should form a part of the 
Civil Service. 

Mr. MILLS wanted to know whether the 
geological survey had been placed under 
the control of the Provinces, as the mines 
and lands belonged to them. 

Hon. Mr. HOWE thoughtit better that the 
Dominion should retain the charge of the 
survey as they were in a better position 


than the Provinces to secure the best | 


scientific men. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said that 
the suggestion of the member for Lambton 
that the geological staff should be put on 
the staff of the Civil Service was worthy of 


Mr. Young. 
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consideration, as the work would extend 
over many years. 


INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY, 


Mr. JONES (Leeds 
moved for correspondence respecting the 
Intercolonial Railway Bridge to be con- 
structed across the Miramichi River. It 
had been stated in the newspapers that a 
number of engineers had been called upon 
by the Commissioners to determine the 
proper foundation for the bridge over the 
Miramichi river. Aceording to the last 
return there were 55 engineers and four 
commissioners, and they ought to be suf- 
ticient to determine an engineering ques— 


Business. 


tion of this kind without calling 
in outside assistance. The Com- 
missioners did not appear to have 


confidence in their chief engineer. 
The general extravagance in connection 
with the railway was the result of the 
appointment of Commissioners totally 
incompetent to perform theic work. From 
the first they had been at variance with 
the Chief Engineer, and a kind of civil 
war had been continually going on be- 
tween them. 

Hon. Mr. \icDOUGALL said a good deal 
of discussion had taken place as to 
whether a safe foundation could be obtain- 
ed by the bridge, and he believed various 
experiments had been made, and that it 
was now ascertained on the authority of 
able engineers that a foundation ot any 
strength gould be had. He wished to 
ascertain if this was so. , 


Mr. WALSH explained that when the 
contracts had been given ovt it had been 
on the understanding that rock would be 
found at a certain depth. What had been 
supposed rock, however, proved to be 
gravel and sand, and it had then been 
considered by the Government and the 
Commissioners that the advice of engineers 
not connected with the work should be 
called in. They had reported that though 
the foundation was not rock it was per- 
fectly safe and reliable, and there was no 
doubt that the work would now be prose. 
cuted with vigor and successfully. 

The motion was then carried. 


BOUNDARY OF ONTARIO. 


Mr. J ONES (Leeds and Grenville) moved 
for copies of all correspondence between 
the Governments of Ontario and the Do- 
minion respecting the north-west boun- 
dary of Ontario. He said that it had been 
stated in public papers that action had 
been taken by the local Government in 
the matter, and he thought the matter 
was One of great importance.—Carried. 


and Grenville, ) 
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JOINT HIGH COMMISSION. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE meved for copies of Re- 
ports of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries 
on the subject of the Fisheries, dated 15th 
and 20th December, 1869, of the Memor- 
andum and documents prepared for the 
Hon. Mr. Campbell in connection with his 
mission to England, and approved in 
Council on Ist July, 1870, and of the Des- 
patches from His Excellency the Governor 
General to the Colonial Secretary, Nos. 
121, 1380, 131 and 133, on the subject of 
the Fisheries, and of all other Despatches 
from or to the Colonial Secretary, on that 
subject, not already brought down and 
dated prior to the appointment of the 
Joint High Commission ; and of all com- 
munications between His Excellency the 
Governor General and Sir E. Thornton on 
the subject of the Despatch of the Col- 
onial Secretary, of 10th October, 1870. 

He said that all the papers for which he 
asked were referred to in those already 
before the House and were necessary to 
enable them to arrive at a proper conclu- 
sion.on the subject. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that all papers that were not confidential 
would be brought down, and that in fact 
he had believed the papers asked for were 
already before the House. Motion ear- 
ried, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE for copy of the 
despatch from the Imperial Government 
asking if a member of the Canadian Gov- 

ernment would accept the position of 
High Commissioner to negotiate with the 
Washington Government and of the reply 
thereto, Carried. 


FENIAN CLAIMS. 


_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE moved for copies 
of all despatches and correspondence re- 
lative to claims arising from the Fenian 
invasion of Canada, and also copies of all 
orders in Council or other documents 
relating to the said claims. He would not 
have said a word except for an extraordin- 
ary remark of the Minister ot Finance 
that no account had been presented of 
these claims. The Imperial Government 
had expressly desired such an account, 
and he hoped that he had misunderstood 
his hon, friend and that it would prove 
_ that an account had been submitted. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said that no 
such account had been prepared, as it was 
considered that when the claim was ad. 
- mitted, it would be soon enough to pre- 
sent an account. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the Im- 
_ perial Government was not to adjudicate 
on the claim, but the Canadian Govern. 
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ment was asked to send a statement of the 
claims. ; 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it was 
very inconvenient to discuss the question 
in the absence of the papers. When the 
papers were before the House they would 
see the manner in which the case had 
been dealt with, but they did not conceive 
it was in the interest of the country to 
present a Bill m detail. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that when the 
papers came down it would also be seen 
that the Government was asked in July to 
send in a statement, and that it had not 
been received in the February following. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS ULNCKS said that 
betore a claim could be made out, certain 
information was necessary, but that within 
24 hours of that information being receiv- 


Claims. 


ed, a claim had beer. transmitted. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON asked whether a 
detailed statement had ever been prepar- 
ed. A cursory examination of the papers 
laid on the table showed that the claim 
had been compounded en bloc, that for the 
endorsement of a bond to the extent of 
£2,500,000. Government had agreed to 
recommend Parliament to forego the 
Fenian claim, and he therefore thought it 
necessary in debating the debit and credit 
side of the whole transaction to know 
whether they had among the papers a 
distinct statement of the amount claimed 
from the American Government. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said no 
such statement had ever been prepared, 
but the amounts paid at various times 
could be ascertained from the public ac- 
counts. 

The motion was then carried. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Hon. Mr. DORION moved for a state- 
ment of the number of cases between 
the years 1869 and 1872 brought be~ 
fore the highest Court of Appeal 
in the Provinces of Ontario, Quebec, New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, and of cases 
appealed to Her Majesty’s Privy Council. 
He said he believed that the Province of 
Quebec was suffering very much from 
being obliged to submit cases to the 
Privy Council. He believed eighteen 
cases were pending at the present mo- 
ment, and he was sorry to hear that the 
Minister of Justice did not intend to bring 
in a Bill for the purpose of creating a 
Dominion Court, which would do away 
with the necessity of appeal to the Privy 


Council. 
Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 


there would be no objection to the motion, 
but there might be some delay in procur- 
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ing the information, as the only way would 
be for the Dominion Government to com- 
municate with the Lieut.-Governor of 
each Province, requesting that the par- 
ticulars might be furnished.— Carried. 


BANKS AND BANKING, 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 
to-morrow the House should resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole to consider 
certain resolutions amending the Govern- 
ment’s Savirigs Banks Act, the Act relating 
to Banks and Banking and the Act regula- 
ting the issue of Dominion Notes, and 
declaring it expedient to consolidate the 
Acts respecting the Public Debt and the 
raising of loans. Oarried. 

Hon, Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD moved 
concurrence in the report of the Commit. 
tee appointed to prepare Standing Com- 
mittees. Carried. 


RECOVERY OF THE PRINCE OF WALES. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved, 
seconded by Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, that 
the House should join in an Address 


. passed by the Senate congratulating Her 


Majesty on the happy recovery of the 
Prince of Wales. And that the Governor 
General be requested to transmit the same 
to Her Majesty. Carried. 


LIBRARY. 


Hon. SirJOAN A. MACDONALD moved 
for a Select Committee respecting the 
Library of Parliament. Carried. 

Mr. BROUSSEAU moved for a Joint 
Committee on Printing. Carried. 

The House adjourned shortly after five 
o’clock. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, 19th April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’clock. 
ACCOUNTS. 


The SPEAKER laid en the table ac- 
counts of the Senate and vouchers there- 
of for the year ending February 1, 1872. 


PETITIONS, 


Tne following petitions were read :— 

Of Louis Lamothe and others of the 
Seigniory de Bleury, in the County of 
Missisquoi. 

Of the Board of Trade of the town of 
St. Catharine’s. 
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Of Eug. Martineau, Mayor, and others 
of the city of Ottawa. 

Of the Montreal and Champlain Railroad 
Company, of Sir Hugh Allan an: others of 
the city of Montreal, of the International 
Bridge Company; and two petitions of 
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of 
Canada. 

Uf the Rev. I. O. Villeneuve, and others 
of the Province of Quebec. 

Of Messrs. Calvin and Breck. and of 
J. Falconer and others of the irovince of 
Ontario. 

Of John H. Gray, of Ottawa, and others 

of London, lingland. 


Business. 


NOTICES OF MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER gave noiica of an 
enquiry with respect to salaries of Judges 
of Superior Courts. 

Hon. Mr. RYAN gave notice of2 motion 
for an address of copies of correspondence 
with reference to question of copyright. 
THE ARBITRATION. BETWEEN 

AND ONTARIO. 

Hon. Mr. SANBORN then said: In 
making the motion of which I give notice 
on a previous day, I would asi permission 
to effer a few remarks, though it is not 
my intention to provoke any discussion as 
‘to the validity or propriety of the award, 
of the Arbitration between Ontario 
and Quebec, since that question has 
been submitted to the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council. A document, how- 
ever, has been sent us,emanating from New 
Brunswick, and containing tie heport of 
certain delegates authorized by the Legis- 
lature ofthat Province to endeavour to 
obtain better financial terms. The argu- 
ments in that document are very much 
based upon the position assumed by Nova 
Scotia. There is one feature of this docu- 
ment, however, which strikes me as not 
quite correct, and itis only proper that 
attention should now be called to it. 
Whatever may be the decision of the 
Committee of the Privy Council as to the 
validity of this award, no one looking can. 
didly at the matter can fail tosee that it 
will not end there, but that it is more or 
less political in its nature, and must ulti- 
mately be referred to this Parliament for | 
adjustment. I donot wish to say any- 
thing with regard to the justice of the 
claim made by New Brunswick, but there 
are some statements set forth in this do- 
cument which do not appear to me to be 
correct. ‘Nor have the undersigned.” 
Iam now quoting from the pamphlet, ‘for 
Obvious reasons, referred to the unad- 
justed claims between Canada and New 
Brunswick; or the pending financial 
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questions between Ontario and Quebec; 
and the probable adjustment or assump 
tion of them by the Dominion Government 
and Parliament. In the first, the matter 
of unadjusted claims, however it may be 
‘determined, cannot and should not alter 
the case submitted by the undersigned ; 
and as they arein the nature ef disputed 
‘claims, and unadjusted balances beiween 
the respective Governments, and do not 
partake of the nature of _ better 
terms under the constitution, they would 
be transcending their duty and complicat- 
ing their case by importing them into the 
present discussion, however just and 
equitable they may consider the stand 
taken thereon by the Government of New 
Brunswick. In the second, the financial 
complications between Ontario and Que. 
bec, whatever may arise on that subject 
thereafter, it would be premature and 
conjectural to anticipate at this time. 
Having secured, as they hope to secure, 
reparation and justice for New Brunswick 
at the hands of the general Government 
and Parliament, it will be the right and 
duty of others carefully to watch events 
as the future shall develop them, and to 
guard the distinctive interests of the Pro- 
vince as the action of Government and 
Parliament .may suggest.” Now a 
portion of that statement appears to me 
to be unfair. We find it stated in the 
British North American Act that certain 
grants shall be “in full settlement of all 
future demands on Canada.”’ I do not see 
that these New Brunswick claims should 
be considered distinct from this question 
which appears to be looming in the future. 
It appears to me, if there is to be any 
inquiry into a change of terms in case of 
one Province, it must form a precedent 
with respect to others. Many of the sen- 
timents which are put forward in this 
document are undoubtedly correct and 
deserving serious consideration. All of 
us must admit that the prosperity of the 
Dominion depends on the prosperity of 
each section. If it has been found that, 
under the arrangement under which we 
act, any Province finds itself unable with 
the revenues at its disposal to carry on 
the legislation of the country effectually, 
and develope its resources, the subject 
requires consideration; anc if it be true 
with respect to New Brunswick, it may be 
equally true in the case of Quebec if the 
award be carried out. The smaller Pro- 
vinces have been admitted into the Union 
with the understanding that their debt, 


Arbitration 


which was assumed by the Dominion, had | 


been created for the benefit of the 
Province — that it represented pub- 
lic works which would bring 
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arevenue into the treasury of the Con- 
federation,and assist materially in develop. 
ing the resources of the whole country. 
Now, in the case of the old province of 
Canada, there would be a t#tal debt of ten 
m llions and a half, of which a little more 
than half would fall upon Ontario and the 
remainder upon Quebec. That would be 
equivalent to placing Quebec with a bur- 
then which would detract so much from 
the allowance whicl’ it receives from the 
Dominion. Fortunately for the province 
of Ontario, it is rapidly progressing in po- 
pulation and wealth, it has large tracts of 
public lands to be filled up, its people are 
enterprising and energetic. The Province 
of Quebec has also large undertakings in 
hand, and has many difficulties to contend 
with from the nature of its circumstances. 
It has two distinct populations, speaking 
different languages, both of which have to 
be necessarily preserved in the legisla— 


ture of the country, thereby adding large- 


ly to the public expenditures. It it be 
true, as stated by those delegates from 
New Brunswick, that it is contrary to the 
traditions and feelings of the people to 
enter upon a system of direct taxation for 
the ordinary support of the administration 
of public affairs, then that applies with 
greater force to the province of Quebec. 
If that debt absorbs five-eighths of the 
per capita allowance given them, it is plain 
to see that it will be utterly impracticable 
for them to attempt to carry on their le- 
gislation in the way contemplated by the 
Imperial Act. Undoubtedly all 
these things could not be 
foreseen, but we know they are looming up 
before us, and it is only proper for us, who 
are responsible for legislation, to look at 
these questions fairly and dispassionately. 
[he Ministers of the Crown, above all, 
should take into consideration every mat- 
ter affecting each province, and come to 
some equitable conclusion —no one should 
avoid questions which must be solved 
sooner or later. 1 donot know how ex- 
tensive has been the correspordence on 


| the question, but I suppose the Govern- 


ment have given a courteous response to 
these delegates, and that something is in 
contemplation by them according to a 
reply made in the other branch by one of 
she ministers, or rather to a request asking 
that the question be deferred. With these 
“emarks which a strong sense of public duty 
compels me to make, | beg leave to pro- 
pose the following motion: 


‘'Bnatan humble Address be presented to His 
Exceidency the Governor General, praying that 
His Excellency will be pleased to order to be laid 
before this House all correspondence between the 
Dominion Government or any member of the 
said Government, and the Treasurers or other 
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Officers of the Local Governments of the Provin~- 
ces ot Quebec and Ontario, respecting the award 
of the Provincial Arbitra'ors named, to settle the 
respective liabilities of these Provinces to the Do- 
minion, and all papers and correspondence with 
reference to the submission of the validity of said 
award to the Queen in Council, whether had be- 
tween the Government of the Dominion and the 
said Local Provinces or either of them, or with the 
Imperial authorities; also,all resolutions in Coun- 
cil or correspondence having reference In any 
way to the final settlement of the differences be- 
tween said Local Provinces regarding their re- 
spective relations to the Dominion Government, 
and including any correspondence with the autho- 
rities or Government of w Brunswick seeking 
better financial arrangements from the Dominion 
in so far as the same have been considered in 
eonnection with the relations of the Provinces of 
Ontario and Quebec to the Dominion,” 


Hon. Mr, CAMPBELL—My hon. friend, 
in very proper terms, cailed attention to 
the relations existing between the differ- 
ent Provinces and to the questions of the 
arbitration between Onterio and Quebec, 
and the New Brunswick claims. Whilst I 
perfectly admit the very fair mode in 
which my hon. friend handled the sub- 
ject, yet Lam sure he will not consider it 
disrespectful on my part if I reply that it 
would not be consonant with the public 
interests that | should now follow my hon. 
friend with the discussion of the questions 
he has raised. In respect to the papers 
asked for | may say that there has been 
no correspondence between the Dominion 
Government and the ‘lreasurers or other 
officers of the Local Governments of Que~ 
bec and Ontario. Neither has there been 
any correspondence respecting the sub- 
mission of the validity of the claim to the 
Queen in Council. Whatever correspon- 
dence there is, has passed between the 
Governments of the Provinces interested, 
With respect to the other papers referring 
to New Brunswick, they will be brought 
down. 

MESSAGE. 


A message was received from the Com- 
mons announcing the concurrence of that 
body in the Address to Her Majesty, and 
the appointment of a Committee io act 
with the Senate Committee on printing. 


STATUTES. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved second 
reading of the Bill with respect to the Sta- 
tutes of Canada, the object of which is to 
give custody of all original Acts passed by 
Legislators of late Provinces of Upper and 
Lower Canada, and all Acts heretofore or 
hereafter assented to by the Governor 
General, to the Clerk of the Senate, to be 
known as ‘‘ Clerk of the Parliaments.” — 

Read a second time. 

The House then adjourned. 


Hon. Mr. Sanborn, 
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Business. 


HOUSH OF COMMONS. 


Fripay, 19th April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 


p.m. 
ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House,— 
List of the Shareholders of the Niagara 
District Bank, on the 16th April, 1872, in 
conformity with the Act 34 Vict., Cap. 5, 
Sec. 12. 

Nine petitions were brought up, and 
laid upon the table. 

The following petitions were received 
and read : 

Of Michel Perreault, and others, of the 
Seigniory of De Bleury, County of Missis- 
quoi; praying that part of the Parish of 
Notre Dame des Anges may be detached 
from the County of Missisquoi, and at-~ 
tached to the County of Iberville, for 
Municipal, School, Judicial, and Electoral 
purposes, 

Of Sir H. Allan, and others, of the Do- 
minion of Canada ; praying fur an Act of 
Incorporation under the name of The 
Canadian Kailway Equipment Company. 

Of Stephen C, Tupper, and others, Mer- 
chants, of Liverpool, Nova Scotia; praying 
for an Act of Incorporation under the 
name of The Bank of Acadia.. 

Ot the Dominion Board of Trade; pray- 
ing that the Insolvent Act may not be re- 
pealed. 

Of M. H. Gault, and others, of the City 
of Montreal; praying for an Act of In- 
corporation under the name of The Exs 
change Bank, 

Of J.C. Fitch, and others ; praying for 
an Act of Incorporation under the name 
of The Bank of Canada. 

Of Messrs. Calvin and Breck, and others 
of the Province of Ontario; praying for 
the passing of an Act to provide for the 
collection of demands against Ships and 
Vessels. 

Of ©. H. Fairweather, and others, mem- 
bers of the Saint John Board of Trade ; 
preying for an Act to incorporate the 
Saint John Board of Trade. 

Of Thomas E. Grindon, of the City of 
Saint John, New Brunswick ; praying for 
the passing of an Act establishing the 
validity of certain Debentures issued by 
the General Sessions of the County of 
Charlotte. 

Of the Mayor and Corporation of the 
Town of Belleville; praying for the pass- 
ing of an Act to prevent the casting of 
Sawdust, Slabs, and other refuse matter 
into the Moira River. 

Mr. HARRISON, on the Select Standing 
Committee on Miscellaneous Private Bills, 
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presented the first Report of the said 
Committee, recommending a reduction of 
their quorum to seven Members. --Quo- 
rum reduced accordingly. 

Yon. Mr, HUNTINGTON, from the Select 
Standing Committee on Standing Or@ers, 
reported favourably on the following peti- 
tions, viz..: Of the Montreal Telegraph 
Company,—of John Proctor and others ; 
for incorporation of the Bank of Hamil. 
ton,—of the Grand Trunk Railway Com. 
pany; for the legalization of their agree- 
ment with the International Bridge Com. 
pany,—of the Honorable J. H. Gray, and 
others ; for incorporation of the Thunder 
Bay Silver Mines Railway Company, —of 
the Honorable J. H. Gray and others ; for 
incorporation of the Thunder Bay Silver 
Mines Bank,—of the Honourable J. H. 
Gray and others,—for incorporation of the 
Thunder Bay Silver Mines Telegraph Vom. 
pany,—of the Canada Southern Railway 
Company,—and of Milton Courtright and 
others; tor the incorporation of Companies 
for the construction of a Railway Bridge 
over the Kiver St. Clair, and a Railway 
Bridge or Tunnel across the Kiver Detroit, 
with the guarantee of the said Railway 
Company,—of A. G. P. Dodge ; for an Act 
of Naturalization,—of Messrs. Gooderham 
and Worts, and others; .for imcorporation 
of the Mail Printing and Publishing Com- 
pany of Toronto,—and of Thomas C. Chis. 
holm and others ; for incorporation of the 
Toronto Corn Exchange Association. 

Also recommending a reduction of their 
Quorum to seven members. ~-Quorum re- 
duced accordingly. 

A number of petitions were received 
and read; reports of Committees pre- 
sented; and several Bills introduced and 
read a first time. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN presented the 
Report of the Department of Public 
Works. 

Hon. Sir GEV. E. CARTIER vresented 
the Report of the Militia Department. 

The Marquette election return was read 
by the Clerk, 

The return showed that 282 votes had 
been polled for Mr. Angus McKay, and 
also 282 votes for Dr. Lynch. 

Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD 
moved the reference of the return to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE complained of 
the laxity of the Government. ‘I'hey were 
now, however, taking the right course, 
but at so late a season that the consti- 
tuency could not possibly be represented 

in this Parliament. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER explained, 
as on a previous occasion, that everything 
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that could have been done in the matter 
last session was done. 


On motion of Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDO.- 
NALD the Journals of the 12th April, 1871, 
waich relates to the reference of the Pe- 
titions against Donald A. Smith, Esq., and 
Pierre DeLorme, Esq., were read, and the. 
said Petitions were referred to the Select 
Standing Committee on Privileges and 
Klections. 


Business. 


GOVERNMENT MOTION. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved 
that the Speech of His kuxcellency the 
Governor General be taken into considera- 
tion on ‘Tuesday next. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON—Before orders of 
the day were called would call atten— 
tion to the fact that the papers relating 
to the ‘lreaty, appeared to be very incom- 
plete. He found for instance that the 
promised explanations respecting the 
cause of the delay in calling Parliament 
together, which, it was said, would appear 
in the papers, were not given. He found 
also that the papers did not bear out the 
statement made by the Minister of Pub- 
lic Works (Mr. Langevin), in his speech 
at Quebec last year, to the effect that Sir 
John Macdonald representing Canada in- 
dividually, and, his colleaguesjcollectively, 
had protested against the execution and 
ratification of the Treaty. The inference 
was that there were papers on this point, 
and he thought the House was entitled to 
them. The first remonstrance which ap- 
peared to have been made was contained 
in a Minute of Council dated July 28th, 
1871, some two months or so after the 
execution of the Treaty, and the line of 


| remonstrance there taken seemed to him 


to follow very closely the comments ot the 
public press that we were all familiar 
with. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD stated 
in reply that the Government had sent 


; down all such papers as could properly be 


comamunicated and which in ,any way 


related to the ratification of that 
portion of the ‘Treaty which _ re- 
lates to the Fisheries. There had 


of course been a large mass of correspon- 
dence of a confidential character which 
could not properly be submitted to'Parlia- 
ment without prejudice to the interests 
of the Dominion, and to the Empire in the 
present exigency. The honourable gen- 
tleman would have to wait until they 
became historical and until the exigency 
that required their suppression had passed 
away. The papers which had been sent 
down completed the case which the Gov- 
ernment presented to the House as being 
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the basis of the policy which they had the 
honor to submit. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that it had 
already become historical that the Govern- 
ment had sent a protest against the lreaty. 
The Minister of Public Works had so 
stated at Quebec. If he had done so 
without authority, then the leader oi the 
(Jovernment might ask the forbearance of 
the House. But the statement having 
been made publicly, he thought the 
House entitled to the information. The 
honourable gentleman had stated the other 
day that when the papers were brought 


down it would be seen that the 
Imperial Government had requested 
the Government here not to call 


Parliament together at the usual time, but 
he could find nothing in the papers about 
it. He thought the House should know 
what reason the Imperial Government had 
given, 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD replied 
that no statement made by him to-day 
was inconsistent with any previous one. 
The Minister of Public Works had made 
certain statements in a speech to his con- 
stituents which he (My. Langevin) would 
explain at the proper time. ‘he delay in 
ealling Parliament together might or 
might not have connection with the Tish- 
ery Articles. He denied that he 
had. ever sald the papers 
would show the reasons why Her Majesty’s 
Government had asked tait Parliament 
should be postponed. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE assumed that the 
Government had brought down the papers 
necessary to make out their case. He had 
noticed certain omissions however, which 
he thought should be supplied for the 
information of the House. He noticed 
that there was a despatch dated I7th 
March, 1871, from the Imperial Govern- 
ment in answer to a telegraphic despatch 
of the Canadian Government of the 10th 
March, and he thought the latter despatch 
should be sent down. He had observed 
in the despatch dated February 16th, 
1871, that the First’ Minister 
had been informed, through His Excellen- 
cy, anterior to the acceptance of his 
appointment as a member of the Joint 
High Commission, of the impossibility of 
the Imperial Government pledging itself 
to any foregone conclusion with reference 
to the Fishery question. He did not find 
any despatch that had reached this coun- 
try anterior to the appointment of the 
hoxsourable gentleman, 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONAUD would 
inquire about the despatch of the 10th 
March. With respect to the telegraphic 
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message alluded to it could not be sent 
down as it was a despatch in cypher. There 
was in fact no necessity for bringing it 
down as_ the formal despatch contained 
in extenso all that that message 
contained in brief, the only difference 
being that one was received before and 
the other after his acceptance of the 
office. . 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
it was the intention of the leader of the 
Government to bring down the despatch 
giving the reasons of the Imperial Govern- 
ment for requesting the postponement of 
the meeting of Parliament. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD could 
not answer the question at once. He 
might be able to doso ina few minutes, 
but at all events he would on Monday. 


Motion. 


GOVERNMENT ORDERS. 


Hon. Mr. HOWE moved the House 
into Committee to take into consideration 
the following resolution: 


Resolved—Chat out of any  wunappropriated 
moneys torming part of the Consolidated Reve 
enue Fund of Canada, the sum of forty-five thou- 
Sand dollars shall be annually applied, for the 
term of five years, from the first day of July, one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, to de= 
fray the expenses of the Geological Survey of 
Canada, during the said term, which sum shall 
be paid at such times, in such manner, to such 
persons, and for such purposes relating to the said 
Geological Survey, as the Governor in Council 


‘may from time to time direct, subject to the;pro- 


visons of the Act 31st, Vic., Cap. 67, which shall 
continue to apply to the said Geological Survey, 
as heretofore, and any balance remaining unex- 
pended out of the sum appropriated for any one 
year, may be applied and expendedin the next or 
any subsequent year, in addition to the sum ap- 
propriated for such next or subsequent year. 


Hon. Mr. HOWE said the Government 
nad considered the suggestion of the 
member. for Lambton as to making the 
geological staff a portion of the Civil 
Service proper, and they haddecided to 
adhere to the former practice. They were 
virtually members of the Civil Service 
now, but for reasons already explained i 
was thought better to vote the amount 
necessary for the work as before. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE regretted the 
decision of the Government. It showed a 
want of confidenes in Parliament. It 
would appear that they did not think 
it desirable that the geological survey 
should be proteeted and provided for as a 
regular branch of the public service. He 
thought differently, and had no doubt that 
the survey would be well conducted by 


the gentleman at present at the head of 


it, asit had been by Sir William Logan. 
He would like to know whether the sala- 


ries of the gentlemen connected with the — 
survey were subject to deduction under — 


the Superannuation Act. 
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Hon. Mr. HOWE said they were. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought that 
another reason why the Government 
should reconsider the matter. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL thought the 
mode of conducting the business of the 
survey 2 serious disadvantage to the pub- 
lic. He referred more particularly to the 
manner of publishing the reports. He 
had ascertained that the head of the sur- 
vey, Mr. Selwyn, a very distinguished 
scientific gentleman, who had been re- 
commended for the position by Sir Wm. 
Logan, had to attend at Ottawa for the 
purpose of proof reading and looking 
after the printing of his report. He knew 
that the Geological report, from its highly 
scientific character, and the use of terms 
not commonly understood by proof readers 
required the constant supervision of some 
one familiar-with those matters, but he 
thought it anawkward and expensive ar- 
rangement that the head of the Survey 
whose office was at Montreal should be 
compelled to come to Ottawa for that 
purpose. He thought the printing 
could be done in Montreal quite as 
cheaply and more efficiently. With res 
gard to the question raised by the mem- 
ber for Lambton as to the rule, of which 
this is an exception, of voting money 
yearly, he thought this whole establish- 
ment must be considered as exceptional. 


The fact that it was under the con- 
trol of the Dominion Govern- 
ment. and. at the same time 


had relation chiefly to subjects which were 
by the constitution under the control of 


_ the Local Governments was of itself an 


exceptional condition, 


/ Lambton. | 
different principle adopted, when it was 


He approved, 
however, of the plan of having one survey 
for the whole Dominion in preference to 
separate provincial surveys. He believed 
that the work had been performed in an 
admirable manner andto the satisfaction 
of scientific men abroad, much more so he 
believed than similar surveys of our 
neighbours. He thought that the vote 
for five or six years gave confidence 
to the officers, and he  ditiered 
from the member for Lambton as to the 
expediency of leaving the question to the 
discretion of Parliament from session to 
session. As to the general principle of 
Parliament keeping money under its con- 
trol and voting each year the amounts re- 
quired, he agreed with the member for 
But of late we had seen a 


thought proper, with regard to one great 
public interest (referring to the Ontario 


_ Railway policy) to anticipate;the revenue 


_ of the country for the next twenty years 


(hear, hear). 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the honor- 
able gentleman had spoken in ignorance 
of the vote he had alluded to, but he (Mr. 
Mackenzie) was not here to defend the ac- 
tion of another Legislature, and he would 
give no further reply. He thought the 
printing of the Geological Report should 
be done at the Capital and that their 

“headquarters should also be there. He 
thought the public printing was very cre 
ditably done and if necessary the proof 
could be sent to Montreal for correc- 
tion. 

Dr. GRANT was pleased to hear the re- 
marks of the member for Lambton as to 
the manner in which the work of the survey 
had been performed, There was no subject 
that came before the House of greater im- 
portance, He thought the vote too small 
considering the extent of the service. Du- 
ring the last season great exertions had 
been made to elicit some information with 
reference to the geology of British Colum- 
bia, and a large tract of country there re- ° 
quired yet to be explored. The Depart- 
ment should have its headquarters here. 
He did not think that McGill College re- 
quired the museum in Montreal, as they 


Survey. 


had a large collection of their own sufii- 
cient for all purposes of education. 

Mr. WORKMAN (Montreal) bore testi- 
mony to the great benefit derived from 
Geological Surveys, and hoped the House 
would grant the money. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE did not think 
the country owned the museum at Mon- 
treal and therefore it could not be moved 
to Ottawa. 

Mr. DE COSMOS ,(B. Columbia) spoke 
of the surveys that had been prosecuted 
in British Columbia, the results of which 
would be gratifymg not only to scientitic 
men, but to the world at large. He spoke 
of the way in which the matter had been 
carried on in California and Oregon, where 
men of the highest attainments were en- 
gaged, who principally directed their atten- 
tion to what was termed economical geo- 
logy, the results being most beneficial, and 
hoped that in any directions or instructions 
given to the gentlemen who might be 
chosen in Canada, they should be asked to 
attend particularly to that branch. He 
was sure that every gentleman, no matter 
what his province, wouli gladly agree to 
an appropriation for a matter so import- 


ant. 

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) thought. the 
matter was entirely one with which the 
Local Governments should deal. If, how- 
ever, a Geological Department was to be 
established and surveys made, it should 
certainly be connected with one of the 
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public Departments, and steps should be 
taken to establish a Geological Cabinet In 
Ottawa showing the verious products of 
the different parts of Canada. He in- 
stanced the Department at Washington as 
an instance of what this should be. Until 
Government was prepared to establish 
something of this kind, he did not think 
much good could result, for as things werea 
present the resources of the country were 
known to a few scientific men only, while 
practical men who desired to develop 
those resources could get no information. 
He thought that wherever a Province was 
established, that Province should carry on 
its own surveys, but that the Dominion 
Government might act in those territories 
not forming Provinces. He should not 
however press this objection, but should 
move in amendment that it was expedient 
to connect the surveys with one of the 
Departments, and that a geological 
cabinet should be formed at the Capital. 


Hon. Mr. HOWE thought that there 
could be no advantage in a subdivision of 
surveys. The separate Provinces had not 
as yet done what was necessary, and 
Manitoba, for instance, could not possibly 
be ina position to take the matter in 
hand. It was very important that the 
North-West should be surveyed at once, 
as no doubt there would be immense 
deposits of coal disclosed. It would seem 
as if public men were born to disparage 
one another, but there was one name that 
all must mention with honor and respect 
—Sir William Logan—a man who had de- 
voted his whole life and means to the 
prosecution of this matter; and though 
there might be an advantage in moving 
the headquarters of the staif from Mont- 
real to Ottawa, it would be hard to move 
Sir William Logan, who, as long as he 
lived, would continue to be the life and 
soul of the branch, no matter who might 
be the nominal head. As to the remarks 
of the member for North Lanark with res- 
pect to printing the reports, that gentleman 
was no doubt correct in what he had said, 
but there were certain difficulties in the 
way of printing the reports at Ottawa, but 
he hoped the volume shortly to be sub- 
mitted to the House would show that 
those difficulties had been surmounted in 
the best way possible. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the remarks 
of the memver for Bothwell deserved the 
serious attention of the Government. 
There seems to be some difference of 
Opinion as to whether the Museum at 
Montreal was public property or not, and 
he thought the House ought to be in- 
formed on the poiut. 
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net was the mostenduring memorial, and 
the most available result of researches, 
and should be established. He desired to 
get information on another point, The 
last vote of the House had been $30,000 
annually for five years, but the present 
proposal was to increase that amoynt fifty 
per cent. Upon what estimate was this 
increase based. He was not opposed to 
voting any reasonable sum that could be 
properly expended, but he thought the 
proposed increase should be explained. 


Hon. Mr. HOWE said that with regard 
te the Museum, he believed Sir William 
Logan had his own very choice and valu- 
able collection, but there was also a larger 
collection belonging to the country, and 
while the present arrangement lasted, the 
public had the benefit of both. A strong 
reason that these collections should re- 
main at Montreal was that that city was 
in the direct course of the traffic of the 
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‘| St. Lawrence, so that twenty people 


visited it, while one came to Ottawa. As 
to the proposed increase, it was based | 
upon an estimate by Mr. Selwyn, amd was 
intended to cover the additional cost of 
exploring the North West and British 
Columbia. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought there should 
be a statement of the collection belonging 
to the public at Montreal, and that all 
necessary steps should be taken to pre- 
serve it. 


Dr. GRANT maintained that the 
collection ought to be moved to 
Ottawa, so that during the session 


the representatives of the people might 
be able to carry back to the constituents 
throughout the country a knowledge of 
what had beenaccomplished. He believed 
that the building now containing the col- 
lection was not secure, and thought it 
high time that means should be taken to 
place it 1m security. 


Colonel CUMBERLAND was understood 
to refer to the recent proceedings in the 
Untario Parliament, alleging that the 
members of that Government now so 
anxious for economy had not hesitated 
there to mortgage the whole Province for 
many years, and to increase in many ways 
the expenditure. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that the 
former Act allowing $30,000 annually pro. 
vided that a statement in detail of the 
expenditure should be submitted to the 
House within 15 days of the meeting of 
Parliament. The public accounts, how- 
ever, merely mentioned one or two salaries 
and then placed $29,000 to the current 
expenses. He asked for the necessary 
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Hon. Sir JOHN A: MACDONALD refer- 
red to the remarks of the member for 
Bothwell as to whether the Local or Do- 
minion Government should deal with the 
matter, and in which he had the high 
authority of the member for West Durham 
in support of the principle laid down by 
him, and said that if they were correct he 
was rather surprised the matter should 
hive been allowed to go on so far. With 
respect to the remarks of the survey 
being merely scientific and not sufticient- 
ly practical, — by not Leing a 
minute survey of the mineral resources of 
the country, he thought the subject was 
very well divided under the present sys- 
tem, and that while the geological cha- 
racter of the whole Dominion could be 
successful, ascertained and mapped out 
by the Dominion Government—the schools 
of mining established by the different 
provinces might simply direct their atten. 
tion to that branch of the subject in 
which the Province might be prrticularly 
interested. With respect to the amend- 
ment proposed by the member ior Both. 
well he thought it was not required. As 
to the first part the survey was already 
connected with the Department of the 
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Secretary of State for the Provinces who | 


was the responsible Minister in the mat- 
ter, and the mere fact of the Superin- 
tendent ofthe survey being in Montreal 
did not do away with that responsibility. 
He did not thinkit necessary to enter 
into the question as to wheiher the 
museum should be removed to Ottawa or 
retained at Montreal, but he did 
not think there was at present any 
secure building at the Capital, at the 
disposal of the Government to which 
the specimens could be removed. Before 
any removal could take place therefore, 
such a building would have to be erected 
and it would be better therefore to let the 
collection remain at Montreal tor the pre- 
sent under the supervision of Mr. Selwyn 
and Sir W. Logan. The last part of the 
amendment as to the formation of a Geo- 
logical Cabinet was worthy of al! consider- 
ation and the Secretary of State for the 
Provinces would no doubt conte: with Mr. 
Selwyn on the subject. With this assurance 
he suggested the withdrawal of the 
amendment. | 
Hon. J.S. MACDONALD said that for 
25 years a great amount of money seemed 
to have been expended without any ade- 
quate result. Under the present system 
done. 
attended to its Local interests in the mat- 
ter, there could be no objection to the 
Dominion maintaining a survey throughout 
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be a change in that respect. 


comparatively few people knew what was | 
He thought that while Ontario | 
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cimens belonging to the public should be 
brought to Ottawa and he should be fully 
prepared to vote a proper sum for the 
erection of a building for their reception. 
He objected to that part of the proposi- 
tion that if the full amount was not ex-~ 
pended in any one year the balance should 
be available for the next. Any surplus 
ought to lapse and he hoped there would 
He did not 
Object to the vote extending over five 
years. 

Hon. Mr. BLANCHET hoped the Secre- 
tary of State for the Provinces would see 
the necessity of having the North West 
surveyed at once. Sometime ago it had 
been stated in newspapers that gold had 
been discovered at Peace River, and there 
had been extraordinary excitement on the 
subject. He thought there ought to be 
official information on the subject, as there 
was in America. He thought the locality 
of the Museum immaterial and that the 
name of Sir W. Logan was suiiiciently well 
known to draw enquiring capitalists to him 
wherever he might be. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON should not object to 
the appropriation, but thought there 
ought to be an annu! vote, and if in the 
progress of the measure an amendment 
was introduced with that view he should 
certainly support it. Under the old Act 
the appropriation was $30,000, but the 
public accounts for 1866 showed an expen- 
diture of 36,400, the excess being no- 
where accounted for. He thought this 
should be explained. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
question was one which it would have 
been better to have asked of the Com- 
mittee: on Public Accounts, as he could 
scarcely explain every item in the public 
accounts, but his impression was that there © 
would prove to have been no excess over 
the total appropriation, and that there 
had been a larger expenditure in this par- 
ticular year than in the others. __ 

Mr. THOMPSON [B. Columbia] was 


| sorry that there should be so much debate 


about so paltry an amount as $45,000, and 


‘would have rather wished that that sum 


been doubled, trebled, 
or quadrupled, and then some- 
thing could have been accomplished. 
It was very important that emigrants 
should have tuil information as to the 
resources of each portion of the Dominion, 
and if the matter were left tothe different 
Provinces they might be tempted to give 
spurious information to attract emigration 
to their own lands; but the fact of the 
Dominion having obtained the information 
would be a suflicient guarantee of t 
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correctness. He repeated that he was 
only sorry the amount was so small, 
(Cheers. ) 

Hon. Mr. E. B. WOOD thought the 
House had a perfect right to make an 
appropriation, and that it could be done 
without clashing with the proceedings of 
the Provinces. He took no exception to 
the increase, but he did to the mode in 
which it was proposed to be done, as he 
thought there ought to be an annual vote. 
The principle was wrong, and full state- 
ments and information ought to be given 
each year and a vote obtained annually 
There was no reason that this should be 
an exception to the general rule. 


Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) said he would 
Withdraw his amendment after the re- 
marks of the Minister of Justice. 

The Committee then rose and reported 
the resolution adopted. 


LARCENY OF STAMPS. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACONALD intro- 
duced a Bill to render the larceny of 
Stamps criminal. 


PUBLIC OFFICERS BONDS. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD intro- 
duced a Bill to provide a uniform Bond 
for all Officers of the Public Service re- 
quired to give security. 


BANKS AND BANKING. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House in Committee to consider certain 
resolutions respecting Banks and Banking. 
(Mr. Street in the Chair.) 

The House being in Committee Hon, 
Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved 

“1. That it is expedient to amend Section 16 of 
the Government Savings Bank Act 34 Vic., Cap. 
6, by providing that the surplus of the assets of 
the St. John Savings Bank over its liabilities on 
the Ist July, 1867, which has been ascertained to 
be $39,560.44, shall be left in the hands of the 
Trustees of that Institution to be by them appro- 
priated to some local purpose of public interest, 
subject to the approval of the Governor in Coun- 
cil, and by providing that the surplus of the assets 
of the Northumberland and Durham Savings 
Bank over its liabilities on the 10th April, 1872, 
shall be leftin the hands of the Trustees of that 
Institution, to be by them appropriated to some 
local purpose or purposes of public interest, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Governor in Council.” 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
object of this resolution was to amend 
the Act of last session respecting Savings 
Banks. That Act had been framed with 
reference to certain Savings Banks in On- 
tario and Quebec. Atthe time he had 
been under the impression that the Banks 
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick were 
Government Savings Banks, and it was 
only after the passage of the Act that it 
became known that the Bank at St. John 


Mr. Thompson. 


[COMMONS] 


88 


was not such, and had always been man- 

aged by Trustees. Those Trustees felt that 

they should be ireated in the same way as 

other Banks, and the Government pro. 

posed to take over the Bank, leaving the 

Trustees to deal with their surplus in the. 
same way as the l'rustees of other Banks, 

‘This was the result of an arrangement 
with them withwhich they were satisfied. 

He then explained the position of the 

Northumberland and Durham Bank. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said he knew nothing 
of the first case, nor did he intend to op- 
pose the resolution as to the second, 
but the Committee ought to understand 
that it was a divergence from the purposes 
to which the surplus was dedicated by 
the Act under which the bank was incor- 
porated. That Act prescribed and limited 
the mode of applying the surplus. For 
many years the bank had carried on a sucy 
cessful business, and had a very large 
amount in hand which was now to be dis- 
posed of in some undefined way. The 
hon. gentleman might say that his pro-: 
posal was the only course that could be 
adopted, and he merely wished to call the 
attention of the Committee to the fact 
without expressing any hostility. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said what . 
the hon. gentleman had said was quite 
correct, but the Act had been intended to. 
apply to large cities where there were 
many charitable institutions to which the 
surplus could be applied, but he be- 
lieved that in the case of the Northumber- 
land and Durham Bank there were uo 
such institutions, and the act could not be 
carried out. Consequently the sum of 
$37,669 had accumulated, and the trustees 
were anxious that it should be appropri- 
ated to some public purpose, and he knew 
of no better mode of meeting the difficulty © 
than that proposed. 

ton. Mr. HOLTON asked to what pur- 
pose the Minister of Finance thought the 
money could properly be applied. The — 
effect of the resolution was certainly to 
divert the surplus from its original ob- © 
ject. j 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE suggested the expedi- — 
ency of inserting some words to indicate — 
the cause of the divergence. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he had 
no objection to do so. Heassured the mem- 
ber for Chateauguay that he had no idea 
in what way it was proposed to deal with — 
the surplus. and did not think the trus- 
tees had decided on the point, He should 
be disposed to leave the matter to them. 

Mr. ANGLIN said that no law existed 
declaring how the profits of the St. John 
Savings Bank were to be appropriated. 
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Some years ago the trustees concluded to 
put up the present Savings Bank building 
from those funds, and their doing so was 
the cause of considerable discussion at the 
time. He thought it would be well to de- 
termine how the money snould be appro- 
priated. It belonged, unquestionably, to 
the depositors, three fourths or nine 
tenths of whom were working men and 
servant maids, and it sould be applied 
for the benefit of the 
classes. They had a Catholic 
and a Protestant Hospital at St John, they 
were not incorporated, and therefore 
could not under the present law receive 
the money, but it would be easy to have 
an Act passed Incorporating them. He 
had heard it said that the money should 
be devoted to the establishment of an Art 
Gallery or Library, but he did not think 
either would benefit the working classes. 
He would like to see the money divided 
between the two Hospitals in preference 
to the Trustees being allowed to distribute 
it as they may choose. 


Hon. Sir F. HINCKS concurred to a cer- 
tain extent with the honourable member 
for Gloucester. He believed one or 
two persons had suggested that the 
money should be applied to the establish 
ment of an art gallery or library, but he 
felt sure that the trustees would not en- 
tertain such a proposition. He doubted 
the expediency of this House undertaking 


to say that the money should be applied | 


for mere local objects. He believed that 

it would be applied to such objects as the 
hon. gentleman had suggested, but he 
thought it only proper to leave 16 to those 
under whose good minagement it hid 
been accrued. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON thought the objects 
of the original law were so clearly set 
forth that some general provisions should 
be made binding the trustees to certain 
purposes to which the money should be 
appropriated. 

Hon. J. H. CAMERON thought it better 
that the money should be distributed 
- under judicial authority, rather than being 
left in the hands of the trustees, and sugs 


gested that it would be better to allow | 
stand until anothe: | 


the resolution to 
day. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS could not 


see any objection to the resolution passing | 
as any amendment could be made in the | 
| any funds at their disposal. 


Bill. 

The first clause of the resolution was 
then passed. 
2 That it is expedient to amend the Act 
_ relating to banksand banking by correcting 
 aclerical error, in section 72, by protecting 


working | 
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innocent parties to notes and billy in cer- 
tain cases under section 52, and by enab- 
ling banks to receive deposits of savings 
for minors and others, under certain limi- 
tations. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS explained 


the object of the second clause which was 
passed without discussion. 
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3. That it is expedient to amend the 
Act veguliting the issue of Dominion 
Notes 31 Vict., cap. 46, by providing that 
the amount of any excess over nine mil- 
lion dollars may be held by the Receiver 
General partly in specie and partly in 
deposits in Chartered Banks. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS explained 
that the object of the third clause was to 
remedy an inconvenience which had been 
found to exist in regard to the circulation : 
of Dominion notes. By the Dominion 
Note Act the Government was required, 
up to a certain point—to the extent ot 
$9,0U0,0U0—to keep twenty per cent. in 
specie, and beyond that amount they 
were bound to hold,-in gold, dollar 
for dollar. The circulation had 
increased considerably beyond $9,000,000, 
and they asked to be allowed to issue be, 
yond that amount upon the deposits of 
chartered Banks, but never holding less 
than twenty per cent in gold. It would 
be 2 matter of considerable advantage to 
the Banks without being of any disad- 
vantage io the Government. Inasmuch 
as the circulation is considerably beyond 
$9,000,000 ands likely to still increase, 
there is no inducement tothe Banks to 
issue small notes, and he had reason to 
believe that at present there were com. 
plaints in various parts of the country of 
the insutliciency of small notes, and he 


' could see noobjection to the amendment . 


proposed. 

Hon. Mr, HOLTON said his earnest de- 
sire wis to support the Government, and 
he always tried to do so (laughter). He 
asked whether it was proposed to deal 
with the ordinary balances of the Govern- 
ment in the banks as equivalent to a por- 
tion of specie reserve to meet Dominion 
notes, 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS—Oft course the 
Government will be perfectly prepared in 
dealing with Dominion notes to deal with 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON.—If he understood 
the proposition of the hon. minister of 
Finance he proposed to deal with deposits 
in tte Banks as if they were so much 
specie for all the purposes of his currency 
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Act. What he desired to know was whe- 
ther all the balance of the Government in 
the Banks were to be so considered, or 
whether he proposed to specialize certain 
balances as available for that purpose. He 
could understand the desire of the hon. 
gentleman to have a large balance at his 
credit at the Bank of Montreal, awaiting 
disposition for various purposes. He would 
like to know whether he contemplated 
using, or having the power to use such 
balance as the basis of issue of currency. 
If such were the case he could see a prac- 
tical objection. The issues would be large 
when money was plentiful, but the moment | 
the demands of Government required the 
use of those funds the hon. gentlemen | 
would have to tighten the money market | 
by calling in the issues. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS explained | 
that there was no danger. It might | 
occur were the Government able to ex- | 
pand the circulation, but it was to be 
observed that the circulation could only 
be expanded through the instrumentality 
of the banks. ‘The Government had never 
issued asingle note other than at the request 
of the banks. Ifthe banks wanted notes 
they applied for them, and of course when 
they got them, the Government had to 
keep a specie reserve of 20 per cent., and 
as far as he was concerned he had _no hesi- 
tation in saying, he thought that while he 
occupied the position he did, he should 
unquestionably keep a reserve of twenty- 
five instead of twenty per cent. so that 
there would be a margin of five per cent. 
for fluctuations, which constantly occur in 
circulation, but the Government had no 
desire to extend the circulation. His hon. 
friend wanted to restrict the money which 
they had in the banks because he feared it 
would be made the basis of an expanded 
circulation. Although the proposed 
amendment would be more advantageous 
to the banks than the present arrange- 
ment he was quite sure they (the banks) 
would not circulate one dollar of Govern- 
ment money ifthey could circulate their 
own, 


Mr. ANGLIN thought the matter should 
be fully discussed. The intention of the 
Act now inthe Statute book was to limit 
the circulation to $9,000,000, beyond 
which, dollar for dollar should be held in 
gold. As he understood it, the Govern- 
ment wanted unlimited power to circulate. 
He considered that the proposition was 
for the benefit of the banks, and _particu- 
larly the Bank of Montreal, and if any 
benefit was to be derived from the in. 
creased circulation, he thought the public | 
should have it. He suggested that the | 


Elon, Mr Holton, 
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larger notes should be withdrawn and 
smaller ones issued. 

Mr. WORKMAN considered the measure 
was one required by the country, as he 
knew from personal experience both as a 
merchant and banker, that small notes 
were very difficult to get, not only in 
trade, but mechanics and others found 
great difficulty in getting them. He could 
see no objection to, but on the contrary, 
thought the measure should pass. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS, in reply to Hon.Mr. 
MACKENZIE, explained that there was 
at present no inducement to banks to 
circulate small notes, but if the proposed 
amendment was passed, it would be to 
the interests of the banks to co-operate 


Banking. 


| with the Government in the circulation 


of small notes. 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT cautioned the 
House against authorizing too large a cir- 
culation, which the Government might be 
called upon to redeem at any moment 
should a financial crisis occur. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS did not see the 
slightest necessity for the apprehensions 
expressed by his hon, friend. The banks 
were bound by law to hold half their 
reserves in Dominion notes, and they were 


held chiefly in large notes. Con 
sidering the extent of the 
Dominion over which the notes 


not circulated the Government could 
hardly be called uponat one time to re- 
deem the whole of them. And they could 


get any amount of gold they might require 


from New York in twenty-four hours. 
With regard to the Savings Bank deposits, 
there was not the sligbtest danger of a 
run upon the Government. His constant 
aim since he had held office, had been to 
reduce the debt of the country from a 
six to afive per cent interest, and he had 
partly succeeded in so doing. They were 
getting interest on $7,200,000, and he did 
not think it prudent to go beyond $9,000,- 
000 of securities. He merely asked to 
treat the depositsin the Bank as equivalent 
to gold, 

Mr. M. P. RYAN complimented the 
Minister of Finance on his successful po. 
licy, and attributed the increased circula- 
tion to the withdrawal of specie, particu- 
larly American silver, amounting to over 
$6,000,000, which was greatly appreciated 
by all the country. He should support 
the amendment. 

Mr. GIBB= did not see there was any 
material change to be introduced except 
to enable the Minister of Finance in his 
returns to act in accordance with the Act. 
At present the Act was not prejudicial, 
but such might not always be the case 
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and he thought there should be no desire 
to embarrass the Minister of Finance in 
carrying out the Act. The country cer- 
tainly required a larger circulation of 
small notes, and if the Government acted 
in good faith no harm could result. 


Hon. E. B. WOOD said it appeared 
that the Act had worked well, that the 
public had confidence in the _ Act, 
and that the Government had carried out 
substantially the provisioas of the Act 
to the extent of the issue of $4,000,000, 
while the country was secured, the Go- 
vernment got the use of $9,000,000 with- 
out paying interest, and therefore the 
country gained. It was now found that 
in the interest of the country the banks 
required a larger circulation, and if the 
Government proposed to give the same 
security as-for the $9,000,000 already au- 
thorized that security would have been 
good. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKs desired to 
explain the matter, so that the Com- 
mittee might understand it: The Go- 
vernment were now getting the interest 
on $7,200,000, and if he thought it safe 
to increase that amount he would propose 
to do so, but he did not. He showed that 
on a certain date, though the Government 
had nearly $1,900,000 in gold in excess of 
the 25 per cent. of the circulation they were 
compelled to hold, yet the terms of the 
Act had obliged them to withdraw $200,- 
000 of the circulation, and it was to meet 
this difficulty that the proposal was made. 
He knew that a greater circulation in small 
notes was needed, but that was not the 
immediate cause for the resolution, but it 
was to do away with the difficulty that 
had arisen, and he was sure that it was in 
the interest of the Government and the 
public that the resolution should pass. 

The resolution was then passed. 


_ Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS then 
moved that it is expedient to consolidate 
Acts respecting Public Debt and the rais- 
ing of loans so as to make one Act applica- 
ble to all future loans, and amend the same 
by enabling the Governor in Vouncil, in rais- 
ing any loan hereinafter authorized, to es- 
tablish a sinking fund not exceeding one 
half or one per cent per annum for paying 
of the same, and to change the form ofany 
part of the funded debt by substituting one 
class of securities for another, provided 
the annual charge for interest be not in- 
ereased, and to effect temporary loans for 
@ limited time, and at a limited rate of 
interest in cases of temporary deficiency 

in the consolidated revenue fund 

to meet the charges on it. 

Hesaid the object was that, whereas ac- 
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present law the debt might 
be changed in character but not in 
amount, the law might be consolidated, 
but there was no particular deviation from 
the present state of things. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON would reserve any 
remarks until the Bill to be founded on 
the resolution was introduced. 

Resolution carried and Committee rose 
and reported. 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the concur. 
rence of the Senate in the address to the 
Queen on the recovery of the Prince of 
Wales. 

Mr. SPEAKER also reported a messa ge 
from the Senate appointing Committees 
to act with the House of Gommons with 
regard to library and printing. 

Mr. WALLACE (Vancouver Island) 
asked whether the Government intended 
to appoint during the present year an 
officer or officers to administer the Indian 
affairs in British Columbia. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER replied in 
the affirmative. 


Mr. WALLACE (Vancouver Island) 
asked whether it was the intention of the 
Government to employ an armed vesssel 
to cruise in the waters of British 
Columbia for the protection of outlying 
settlers against depredations by the In- 
dians, and at the same time to assist in 
the suppression of the present illicit and 
pernicious traffic in alcoholic liquors 
among the Indian tribes. 


Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER said the 
Imperial Government had provided a 
vessel for this purpose, and consequently 
there was no necessity for the Canadian 
Government to do so, 


Hon. Mr. BLANCHET asked whether it 
was the intention of the Government to fix 
the terminus of the Intercolonial Railway 
at Levis, opposite Quebec, constructing a 
branch line from St. Charles, County Belle- 
chass, through the parishes of Beaumont 
and St. Joseph de Levis. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
Government could not state their inten- 
tion on the subject until the Intercolonial 
was completed. 

Mr. MACDCUGALL (South Renfrew) 
moved fora return of the cases decided by 
the Dominion Board of Arbitrators since 
Confederation. Carried. 

The House then adjourned at 9:35 p.m. 
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SENATE. 
Mownpay, 22nd April, 1872. 


‘The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o’clock. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were read : 

Of Messrs: J. B. Osborne and Son, and 
others of Beamsville and elsewhere in the 
Province of ()ntario. 

Of Messrs Domville and Co., and others 
of the City of St. John, in the Province of 
New Brunswick. 

Of fhomas #. Grindon, of the City of 
Saint John, in the Province of New bruns- 
wick, aforesaid. 

Of W. H. Howland and others of the 
City of Toronto, and of the Saint Lawrence 
and Ottawa Railway Company. 

Of the Great Western Railway Company, 
and of the Detroit River Tunnel Com- 
pany. 


Montreal, and of R. J. Reekie and others 
of the Dominion of Canada. 


COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR, the 
quorum of the Committee on Contingent 
Accounts was reduced to 9. 

On motion of Hon, Mr. SANBORN, the 
quorum of the Printing Committee was re- 
duced to 9, 

Hon. Mr. HAZEN, from the Committee 
on Standing Orders and Private Bills, re- 
ported favourably on following petitions: 

Of Sir Hugh Allan, President of the 
Montreal Telegraph Company, praying for 
certain amendments to their Act of lncor- 
poration. 

Of E. Martineau, Mayor of Ottawa, and 
others of the same city. praying to be in- 
corporated as “the Quebec 
Railway Co.”’ 

Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
of Canada; praying for the passing of an 
Act to legalize a certain agreement be- 
tween the said Company and the Interna- 
tional Bridge Company, and for other pur- 
poses. , 

Of Sir Hugh Allan and others of the 
City of Montreal; praying to be incor- 
porated as “The Canada Railway Equip- 
ment Company.” 

Of John H. Gray, of the City of Ottawa, 
and >thers of the City of London, Eng- 
land ; praying for the passing ofan Act to 
incorporate ‘The Thunder Bay Silver 
Mines Telegraph Company.” 

Also praying for the passing of an Act 
to incorporate ‘The Thunder Bay Silver 
Mines Railway Company,”’ 


Mr. Speaker. 
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Of the Board of Trade of the City of 
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And also praying for the passing of an 
Act to incorporate ‘‘The Thunder Bay 
Silver Mines Bank.” 

Of D. B. Chisholm, Mayor, and others of 
the City of Hamilton, praying to be incor- 
porated as ‘The Bank of Hamilton.” 


Business. 


DIVORCE. 


The reading of a petition of J. Robert 
Martin, of Cayuga, in the county of Haldi- 
mand, was deferred until ‘Tuesday next, 
in order that certain formalities be com- 
plied with by petitioner. 


CANAL EXTENSION, 


Hon. Mr. BOURINOT gave notice of 
an enquiry with respect to the construc- 
tion of a canal to connect Bras d’Or Lake 
with the waters of Sydney harbour, Cape 
Breton. 


ST. LAWRENCE NAVIGATION. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
gave notice of an enquiry with respect to 
the improvement of navigation on the 
Lower St. Lawrence, and in doing so called 
the attention of the Minister of Marine 
and Fisheries, to the difficulties and loss 
of life that occurred last fall. Very many 
vessels had been lost, ‘some of them of 
large size. And more lives would have 
been lost had it not been for the humane 
exertions of the inhabitants on the banks 
who went out in their small canoes at a 
great risk. The Government should either 
have a tow-boat or encourage others to 


have such facilities for saving life and — 


property on the St. Lawrence, especially 
when the late season arrives and casualties 
are most likely to occur. 


Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied that the 
Government, like his hon. friend, had 
deeply regretted the casualties last year, 
but it would be remembered that the se- 
vere weather had set in remarkably early, 
and taken shipowners by surprise. He 
had looked with much interest on the 


highly praiseworthy exertions made by | 


the habitants to save life and property. 
The subject to which the hon. gentleman 
had called attention had been brought to 
the notice of the Government, and was 
now under its consideration. It should be 


remembered that there was a very efli- 
cient T'ug-boat Company on the river, and 


the Government felt that they should not 
interfere with private enterprise when it 
was energetically carried on. 
lud down by the Government was not to 
compete with private enterprise, 


The plan 


but 
rather to step in and give their aid when — 
that private enterprize was notin a posi- 
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tion to afford the requisite succor. Charges 
had been indeed brought against the Gov-~ 
ernment that they had allowed their 
steamers to go down and perform the 
work under peculiar circumstances. It 
had been his delicate duty to know where 
to draw the line. 


Judges 


JUDGES’ SALARIES. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER said that the en- 
quiry which he was about to make, was 
similar to one he had made last session, 
when he was sorry to say the response had 
not been satisfactory. He could not un- 
derstand why the distinction between the 
salaries of the Superior Court Judges in 
the different Provinces had not ween 
removed long before this. It might 
be said that when the Maritime Provinces 
came into Confederation, their salaries 
were not so high as those of the Judges in 
the Upper Provinces; but he did not 
think that argument atall met the case. 
Before Confederation the Lower Provinces 
had aright to pay what they chose, but 
now they were called upon to provide 
for the higher salariesin the upper pro- 
vinces, whilst the remuneration of their 
own judges remained unchanged. It must 
be remembered, too, that the cost of liv- 
ing in the Lower Provinces, especially in 
Halifax where all the judges except one 
resided, was increased some’ forty or fifty 
per cent., and it was unreasonable to ex- 
pect that the salary of eight or ten years 
ago would be sutficient for the same class 
of persons at thepresent time. In Nova 
Scotia the cost of the administration of 
justice was far less than it was in any 
other province. Her judges were called 
upon to do duty which 1s performed by 
judges of Inferior Courts in the other 
sections of Canada. That province had no 
County Judges as in New Brunswick and 
Ontario, or District Judges as in Quebec. 
That province had before the Confedera- 
tion a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem, 
whilst Canada had 15 per cent. ; but was 
it any argument to say that the ten per 
cent. ought to be continued. Nova Sco. 
tia hadno stamp duty, like Ontario or 
Quebec. It was noargument to say that 
it would be, therefore, unfair to impose 
this taxation. So with respect to postage 
on newspapers. In all these cases the 
taxation of the Lower Provinces had been 
brought up to that of Canada, and he 
could not understand why the salaries 
should not be equalized on the same 


principle. With these remarks he asked : 

Whether it is the intention of the Government 
to introduce a measure during this Session to 
reduce the salaries of the Judges of the Supreme 
Courtsin Ontarioand Quebec to a level with those 


T 
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of the same officials in the Maritim i 

: mn } e Provinces 
or otherwise to remove the distinctions now 
existing in regard to the payment of these officers 
and the regulation of their retiring allowances? 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that the 
salaries in the variou3 Provinces had been 
continued as they were before Confedera- 
tion, with the exception of a certain in- 
crease made to the judges in the Lower 
Provinces. It should be known, however, 
that there was a considerable discrepancy 
between the salaries of the judges of the 
superior courts of Ontario and those of 
Quebec; and it was inevitable because 
the systems were different. Taking, how- 
ever, the «verage of the salaries paid in 
the Province of Quebec, there would not 
be found much discrepancy between them 
and the amount given to the judges of the 
Maritime Provinces. He acknowledged 
that there was considerable force in the 
remarks with respect to the contributions 
made by Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, 
but at the same time one was bound to 
consider the nature of the duties perform 
ed, and their relative importance. He 
would also confess that the cost of living 
had greatly increased throughout the Do- 
mipion, in Ontario as well as in Nova 
Scotia; and he thought another Parlia- 
ment would undoubtedly have to deal 
with the question of remuneration to all 
the officers throughout the country who 
are working in the interests of the public. 
In reply, however, to the inquiry of the 
hon. gentleman, he would say that it was 
not the present intention of the Govern- 
ment to remove the distinction to which 
reference had been made. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST | 
said that if he occupied a responsible posi- 
tion like gentlemen opposite he would 
not wait until another Parliament to in- 
crease what he honestiy believed was an 
inadequate salary, 


Hon. Mr. LOCKE—-Are not the salaries 
in Ontario higher than those in the other 
Provinces ? 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—They are some- 
what higher. 


Hon. Mr. WILMOT referred to the in- 
crease in the cost of living within the past 
ten years, and the propriety of equalizing 
the salaries of the Judges, especially in 
view of the large contribution to Customs 
by the Maritime Provinces—larger in pro- 
portion than that made by the old Pro- 
vince of Canada. He could not understand 
why such a distinction should be made in 
the case of men so highly qualified to fill 
the position as were the Judges of the 
Maritime Provinces. ’ 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL agreed with the 
remarks of his hon. colleague that the 
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question of salaries might have to be dealt | 
with in another Parliament. 

Hon. Mr. LOCKE was curious to know 
whether there was to be a radical change 
in that new Parliament to which reference 
was made (laughter). 


STATUTES. 


The House then went into Committee, 
Hon. Mr. Hamilton in the Chair, and pass- 
ed the Bili with respect to the custody of 
the Statutes of Canada, 


MESSAGE. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL announced a 
Message from His Excellency graciously 
acknowledging receipt of the Address of 
the Senate. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monpay, 22nd April, 1872. 


The Speaker took the chair at 3 p.m. 

A number of petitions were read 

Mr. GIBBS presented the first report of 
the Joint Committee on Public Ac- 
counts. It recommended that a quorum 
of the Committee should consist of nine 
members, which was carried. 

Mr. HARRISON, seconded by Mr. 
STREET, moved for leave to introduce a 
Bill to incorporate the Mail Publishing 
Company. Read a first time. 

Mr. HARRISON also moved for leave to 
introduce a Bill to amend the Acét relating 
to the carrying of dangerous weapons. 
Read a first time. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS submitted 
certain statements concerning claims 
for losses by the rebellion in Manitoba, 
and a statement of the affairs of the Bank 
of Upper Canada. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a Bill to ex- 
tend the right of appeal in criminal cases. 
Read a tirst time. 


QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS. 


In answer to Mr. HARRISOX, 

Hon. sir F. i INCKS said after the pro- 
ceedings of last session it was not the in. 
tention of the Government to recommend 
the placing of duties on flour, wheat, | 
corn, &c. 

Hon. Mr. GRA Y—Whether'any arrange- | 
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ment of that region can be satisfactorily 
carried on, and future litigation avoid- 
ed? 

Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
there had been correspondence on the 
subject of the boundary line, which Goy- 
ernment intended to bring down, but no 
question had been raised as to the mining 
rights. 

Hon. Mr. GRAY—Whether any steps 
have been taken by the Dominion Goy- 
ernment to determine the exact position 
ofthe boundary line at the N. W. angle 
of the Lake of the Woods, so as to prevent 
future difficulties with the United States 
relative thereto? 

Hon. Su JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that a Commission would be appointed 
for the purpose. 

Mr. FOURNIER—Whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government to take any 
action to compel the Hon. Judge Bosse, 
appointed to perform judicial functions for 
Districts of Montmagny and Beauce, to 
comply with the order of the Government 
of Quebec, dated 7th April, 1869, directing 
him to reside at St. Thomas de Mont- 
magny, and ordering him to establish his 
domicile there as soon as possible. 

Hon. Sir JUHN A. MACDONALD. said 
the matter rested with the Local Govern- 
ment, and it was only, in case of impeach- 
ment, that the General Government could 
interfere. No petitions had been present- 
ed to Parliament. 

Mr. GODIN—Whether it is the intention 
of the Government to issué regulations for 
the protection of fish in the inland lakes 
and rivers and to grant licenses for fishing 
in these lakes and rivers under such suit- 
able restrictions as will prevent the de- 


by Members. 


struction of the fish in them, and 
whether permission will be granted 
to Canadians to exercise this branch 


of industry to their own profit to 
the exclusion of foreigners, or whether 
‘eave will be given to foreigners to engage 
‘a the business concurrently with Cana- 
uians ? 

Hon, Dr. TUPPER—It is the intention 
of the Government to issue regulations so 
far as Canadians are concerned, but it is 
not the intention to grant concurrent privi- 
leges to foreigners. ) 

Mr. GODIN—Whether it is the inten- 


| tion of the Government to pay the claims 


that have Leen sent in to it by hotel 


ment has been come to between the Do- , keepers and waggon owners, who, have 
minion Government and the Ontario Gov- | boarded or provided transport for the 
ernment, pending the investigation into | Volunteer Force, or have rendered it other 
the difference as to the Western bounds | services during the Fenian invasion of 
ot Ontario, touching the mining rights, or | 1870, and whether it is the intention of 
the granting the Letters Patent in the | the Government to oblige those Officers of 
disputed territory, whereby the develop- the Volunteer Force, in whose hands the 


Hon. Mr. Mitchell. 
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amount of such claims may have been 
placed, to pay over the same immediately 
to the proper parties. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
in 1870 the Government had paid all ac. 
counts presented by Commanding Officers. 
The Government did not pay such ac- 
counts unless presented. He was not 
aware that any complaint had been made 
of any officer keeping back moneys, which 
ought to have been paid to parties for 
the conveyance of troops. 

“Hon. Mr. BLANCHET— Whether it is 
the intention of the Government to bring 
down, during the present session, a Bill 
for the Regulation of Weights and Mea. 
sures ? 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS understood that a 
measure had been framed by the [mperial 
Government, which they intended to pre 
sent to Parliament during the present 
Session, and it was thought advisable to 
obtain the benefit of it before introducing 
a Bill here. 


fon. Mr. BLANCHET—Whether it is 
the intention of the Government to keep 
up, during the coming season, the naval 
force charged with the protection of the 
Canadian fishermen in the waters of the 
Gult of St. Lawrence; and 1f sowhether 
Her Majesty’s squadron is to give its sup- 
port and co-operation to the Dominion 
force ? 
. Hon. Dr. TUPPER—It is the intention 
of the Government to provide the same 
force as before, and the Imperial Govern- 
ment would continue to aid the Dominion. 

In reply to Hon. Mr. SMITH (West- 
moreland), Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said 
that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to provide additional railway stock 
on Government railways in New Bruns- 
wick. — 
Hon. Mr. LE VESCONTE—Whether it 
is the intention of the Government to 
enlarge the St. Peter’s Canal so as to per- 
mit the passage of a paddls-wheeled 
steamer through the locks thereof, and 
to facilitate the navigation through said 
canal by placing mooring buoys outside of 
each entrance thereto ? 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said it was the 
intention of the Government to cause an 
examination of the canal to be made to 
ascertain what may be required. 


In reply to Mr. CUMBERLAND, Hon. 
Mr, LANGEVIN: said that it was the 
intetion of the Government to place a 
sum in the estimates for the purpose of 
constructing a wharf at Prince Arthur 
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ir. COUMBERLAN D—Whether, in view 
of the large influx of miners and others 
to the Thunder Bay and Shebandowan 
districts, which in consequence of recent 
important mineral discoveries there, is 
expected to occur on the opening of navi- 
gation, it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to make any additional provision by 
the establishment of a police force or 
otherwise, for the keeping of the peace 
and the maintenance of law and order in 
those localities ? 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
the matter was under the consideration of 
the Government. 

Hon. Mr. McKEAGNEY—Whether it be 
the intention of the Government to estab~ 
lish a Savings Bank in the County of Cape 
Breton, and if so, when it may be expected 
to go into operation ? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS, said it was 
the intention of the Government to do go, 
and that it would come into operation on 
Ist July next. 

Hon. Mr. SHAUVEAU—Whether it is 
the intention of the Government to adopt 
more effectual measures for the protection 
of Fish in the Rivers and Lakes North of 
Quebec ;_ the said Lakes and Rivers being 
in many cases fished without any regard 
for the future. by foreign speculators ? 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said it was the inten- 
tion of the Government to take the most 
effectual measures in their power, but 
that much depended on the inhabitants 
themselves in the carrying out of the laws 
for the protection of fish in rivers and 
lakes. 

In answer to Mr. Houghton, (Yale, B.C.) 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said it was the 
mtention of the Government to take mea- 
sures for the removal of one of the rocks 
known as the ‘‘Sisters,’’ which endanger 
the navigation of the Fraser River in Brit- 
ish Columbia, between New Westminster 
and Yale. 

In answer to Mr. Dr COSMOS, 

Hon. Mr. HUWE said it was not the 
intention of the Government to make an 
appropriation for a Geological Museum in 
British Columbia. He would remark that 
no such Provincial Museums existed in 
the Dominion. 

Mr. WORKMAN,—Whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government, in view of the 
great pressure of legal business at Mon- 
treal, and the reported indisposition of 
one of the Judges there, to appoint a 
fifth Judge for that City and District ? 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that an Act had been passed by the Que- 
bec Legislature authorizing a sixth Judge 
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and it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to ask a vote for the salary, when 
the appointment would be made. 


Mr. WORKMAN,—Whether it is the 
intention of the Government, in view of 
the greatly increased cost of the neces- 
saries of life, and the changes in society 
during the past twenty-five years, to in- 
crease the salaries of the Judges of the 
Province of Quebec, which were fixed at 
their present amount a great Many years 
since, when the rearing and educating a 
family, and the cost of living, were less 
than one-half of what they now are, more 
especially in the cities of Montreal and 
Quebec. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
it was not the intention of the Govern- 
ment to do so this year. 


Routine 


SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT OF INTER- 
COLONIAL RAILWAY, 


Mr. JONES, (Leeds and Grenville) hav— 
ing moved for an address for statement of 
costs and charges connected withthe sur- 
vey and management of the Intercolonial 
Railway. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked when the 
report of the Commlssioners would be pre- 
sented. 

_Mr. WALSH replied that the Report 
was handed to the Government on Saturday 
last, and stated that it contained most 
of the information asked for in the mo- 
tion of the honourable member for Leeds. 


GAUGES OF GRAND TRUNK & INTERCOLO- 
NIAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BODWELL, in moving for an ad- 
dress for correspondence, said that as the 
broad gauge and steel] rails had been de- 
termined upon, he presumed there had 
been some correspondence, and hence his 
motion. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said there had 
been none, and the matter dropped. 


CORRESPONDENCE IN REFERENCE TO 
UNION OF NEWFOUNDLAND AND 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, 


Mr. BODWELL having moved for the 
correspondence in connection with the 
above matter. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
there had been none. 


CHARGES AGAINST COL, SKINNER, 


Mr. OLIVER moved for the correspon. 
dence relative to the charges brought 
against Col. Skinner, while acting as Cap- 
tain of the Wimbledon team. Une charge 
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was, that the men of the team had been 
accommodated in a very small room 
on their arrival at Liverpool; that 
at Kingston he had engaged the ser- 
vices of aGerman Jew as a servant and 
had paid for such services out of moneys 
belonging to the team, &c. He thought 
that a matter, which was very injurious to 
the Volunteer Force, ought to be settled . 
at once if possible. It was in the interest 
of the country that the dispute should be 
settled. 


Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said there 
were no papers relating to this matter be- 
fore the Government. ‘The Ontario 
Wimbledon team was got up by private 
subscription. He was happy to learn that 
the Wimbledon team had gained in Eng. 
landa reputation which not only did them 
honor but added a lustre to the Voluns 
teers of the Dominion. He repeated 
there was no correspondence whatever 
before the Government. 

The matter dropped. 

Mr. METCALFE moved for Address for 
return of amount paid to any Departmen- 
tal Clerk or Officer as extra pay during the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1871, &c,— 
Carried. 

Also—Address—Return of sums charged 
and received by Department of Justice, 
the Deputy of said Department or any 
Officer or Clerk thereof, by way of costs 
on moneys over due upon Ordnance Lands 
sold under authority, &c. Carried. { 

And also—Address—Return of money 
charged or received on account of salaries, 
extra service, travelling expenses or any 
other account by the several Deputy 
Heads and Officers of Departments at Ot- 
tawa, &c. Carried 

Mr. FOURNi{ER—Address—Correspon - 
dence in relation to the necessity of ap- 
pointing a resident Judge for each Judi- 
cial District in the Province of Quebec, 
&e. 

Hon. Mr. DORION—Address—Corres- — 
pondence on the subject of the division of 
the surplus of the debt of the former Pro- — 
vince of Canada, &c. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD was 
not aware that there was any correspon- 
dence on the subject. 


Business. 


EMIGRATION TO FORT GARRY. 


Mr. STIRTON moved for an Order of — 
-ne House for statement of the expense 
of maintaining teams and men at Prince 
Arthur’s Landing for conveyance of emi- 
grants to Fort Garry.—Carried. 


° CENSUS. 


Mr. STIRTON moved for an Order of 
the House for statement of payments 
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made in connection with the taking of the 
census up to the Ist March, 1872. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said that all particulars 
connected with the taking of the census 
would be laid before the House in the 
course of the session, and the motion was 
consequently unnecessary.—Motion with- 
drawn. 


SCHOONER *C. H. HORTON.” 


Hon. Mr. GRAY moved an address for 
copies of all correspondence respecting 
the alleged abduction of the American 
fishing schooner “CU. H. HOK!ON.—Car- 
ried. 

FISH BXPORTED. 


Mr. FORTIN moved an Address for a 
return showing the quantity and value of 
fish exported trom the Dominion to the 
United States and other foreign coun- 
tries. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said that all the in- 
formation that could be given was con- 
tainel in the Trade Returns already 

kefore the House. 

- Mr. FORTIN said what he wanted to 
ascertain was the quantity of the different 


sorts of fish exported, which was 
not stated in the return men- 
tioned. He thought this information 


and also particulars of the amount of 
Fresh Fish imported from the United 
States would be found very important in 
the discussion of the Treaty. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said that all inform. 
ation in the possession of the Government 
should be supplied. 


Mr. FORTIN asked that if it was found 
that the Government could not give the 
particulars this year, they would do what 
was necessary to see that the particulars 
were obtained in future. 


PENSIONS. 


Hon. Mr. HULCHISON moved an ad- 
dress for the names of all officers pen- 
sioned from Ist July 1871 to lst April 
1872, . 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS referred 
the mover to a statement already before 
the House which contained the informa- 
tion asked for. 


Hon. Mr. HUTCHISON said he would 
consult the statement referred to. 
Motion allowed to stand. 


ABSTRACTION OF MONEY LETTERS FROM 
HALIFAX POST OFFICE. 

Hon. Mr. HUTCHISON moved for copies 

of all correspondence relative to the ab- 


straction of money letters from the Halifax 
Post Office.—Carried. 
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INDIAN COMMISSIONER FOR NORTHUM- 
BIURLAND, NB. 


Hon, Mr. HUTCHISON moved for copies 
of correspondence respecting the appoint- 
ment of a Commissioner or Commissioners 
for the Indians in Northumberland, N.B.— 
Carried. 


MEETING OF PARLIAMENT. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE moved for copies of 
correspondence with the Imperial Gov- 
ernment as to the time of the meeting of 
the !'arliament of Canada for the year 
1872. He said that from the mention 
made in the Speech from the Throne, as 
to the action of the English Government 
in the matter, the Government must have 
contemplated informing the House on the 
subject, and he thought the papers should 
be submitted. Carried. 


SILVER COIN. 


Mr. OL{VER moved for statements 
showing the amount of American Silver 
Coin withdrawn and sold by the action of 
the Government, and the amount of new 
silver coin put into circulation since the 
last returns were made.--Carried 


INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


On the Second ‘Reading of Mr. COL- 
BY’S Bill, ‘An Act to repeal the In- 
solvency Laws’? coming up. Mr. Colby 
stated that he proposed to let the mat- 
ter stand in consequence of the absence of 
many members particularly interested in 
the matter. 

Upon this a conversation arose as to the 
expediency of his doing so in the course 
of which 


Hon. Mr MACKENZIE said that a great 
majority of the House were in favor of 
the Bill, and that in fact it might have 
carried last Session, but for what he deem- 
edan imprudent concession on the part 
of the mover, and he feared the same dis- 
aster might again result. He thought 
also that the Government were bound to 
state their views respecting the very im- 
portant commercial interests involved in 
the repeal of the Insolvent Laws. The 
Government had intimation ‘last Session 
of the intention of the House to repeal 
‘hese Laws, and it was their duty to have 
provided for such being done. 

Hon. Sie sOHN A. MACDONALD did not 
think the hon. member had any right to 
use such language in the matter. The 
hon, gentlemen wno had charge of the 
Bill. wes above ali sespicion, both in and 
out of the House, and was jusi as sincere 
as the member for Lambton, who had no 
right to take him to task as he had done. 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE protested that 
he had not taken the mover to task as he 
had the most perfect confidence in him. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said he 
could not then have perfect confidence 
in those who had advised the postpone- 
ment. There was plenty of time to get 
through the measure. As to the remarks 
of the hon. member for Lambton, respect. 
ing the duty of the Government, he 
thought them quite unnecessary. ‘The 
Government did their duty to the satis- 
faction of a majority of the House, and he 
believed to the satisfaction of the coun- 
try. (Hear, hear.) 


FISHERIES. 


On a motion for adjournment, Hon. Mr. 
MACKENZIE asked when they might ex- 
pect the papers asked for respecting the 
Fisheriesand the Treaty, and also what 
papers would be brought. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
with respect to those asked for by the 
member for West Durham, he was unable 
to bring them down. They had been care. 
fully perused, and it was found that they 
could not be submitted to the House or 
the country, without injury to the public 
interest, and without injustice to the Im- 
perial Government. They would not 
however, in any way affect an intelligent 
discussion of the Treaty. To-morrow he 
would state what additional papers would 
be breught down. 


LEGISLATION, 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked when Govern- 
ment intended to give notice of the in- 
troduction of the Bills spoken of in the 
opening speech, 

Hon Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said that 
the measure relating to the Treaty of 
Washington would be submitted imme- 
diately after the Budget Speech which 
would take place on Tuesday week. ‘hat 
relating to the Pacific hkailway would be 
brought down in a very few days, and the 
Representation Bill either this week or 
next. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKEurged that it was es- 
sential there should be no delay in sub- 
mitting this last mentioned measure. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON suggested that in 
order to facilitate the business of tho 
House, Government measures should be 
on the papers every day, the same rule of 
precedence being observed as at pre- 
sent. 

The House then adjourned 
o’clock. 


at five 
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SENATE. 
T'vEspay, 23rd “April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at three 
o’clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Hon. Mr. HAZEN, from the Committee 
on Standing Orders and Private Bills, re- 
ported favourably on the following peti- 
tions, recommending in case of several 
suspension of ordinary rule with reference 
to notice: 

Ot Messrs. James Domville & Co., and 
others of the City of Saint John, in the 
Province of New Brunswick; praying for 
the passing of an act to authorise them to 
establish a Banking institution in the said 
City of Saint John. 

Of W.H. Howland and others of the 
City of Toronto; praying to be incorpor- 
ated as ‘‘f he Toronto Corn Exchange As- 
sociation.” 

Ot the Detroit River Tunnel Company ; 
praying forthe passing ofan Act to amend 
their Act of incorporation, so that bonds 
may be issued on the guarantee of Rail- 
way Companies using the Tunnel and for 
other purposes. 

Of the St. Lawrence and Ottawa Railway 
Company Company; praying for the pass- 
ing of an Act to amend their Act of In- 
corporation, to authorize a further exten- 
sion of their Railway, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
of Canada, aforesaid ; praying for the pass- 
ing of an Act, to create a third mortgage 
upon the lines and property of the Mon- 
treal and Champlain Railway Company, 
newly purchased by the said Grand ‘Trunk 
Railway Company of Canada, and for other 
purposes. . 

Of J. C. Fitch and others of the City of 
Toronto; praying to be incorporated as 
“The Bank of Canada.” 


QUESTION OF “COPYRIGHT,” 


Hon. Mr. RYAN—In pursuance with 
the notice which is on the minutes [| rise 
to move, 

‘“'Thatan humble Address be presented to His 
Excellency the Governor General, praying that 
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this 
House, copies of all correspondence with the Im- 
perial Government, or with any person or per- 
sons since the 20th February, 1871, in relation to 
the questiun of Copyright, as well as to that of 
re-printing British Copyright works in Canada.’’ 

It will be in the recollection of the 
House that for the last four years a mo- 
tion similar to this, or having relation to 
this subject, has been proposed by my- 
self, and addresses based on the motion 


have been regularly adopted by the 
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Senate, but I am sorry to say that, al- 
though the question is one of great im- 
portance to the interests of the country 
no result of any moment his, so tar, been 
produced by these frequent addresses, or 
the representations made by the Canadian 
Government to the British authorities in 
relation to the matter. Honourable gen- 
tlemen will probably recollect the _his- 
tory of this question. In 1868 when 
the first address of the Senate was passed 
we found it in this position. ‘Lhere was 
then a right which was acquired from the 
Imperial Government in 1849, to import 
British copyright books from the United 
States on the payment of a small duty, 
on condition of this duty being set aside to 
form a fund for the benefit of the author. 
This was intended as a concession to 
Canada, so that cheap literature might be 
imported into the country. But as time 
went On, and our printing, like other in- 
dustrial interests, increased, those who 
were engaged in the publishing business 
felt ita grievance that whilst they were 
prevented from printing copyright works, 
their importation from a foreign country 
was actually allowed under the condition 
mentioned. The object of the Address 
which was presented to His Excellency at 
that time was to remove this grievance by 
giving the same right to our printers and 
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publishers of priating British copyrights. 


as was accorded, and still is accorded, 
to American publishers on the other side 
of the line. Our capabilities for printing 
such works cheaply were as great then as 
those possessed by the Americans — per- 
haps more so; and we appealed on the 
subject to the British Government through 
His Excellency the Governor General, and 
that Address was followed by despatches 
from the Government, which were brought 
down to this House on our motion in due 
course. The representation was made to 
the British Government that, as soon as 
ever measures were taken for the protec~- 
tion of the interests ot the British 
authors in the shape of an _ excise, 
permission should be given for the 
reprinting of British copyrights in Canada 
I need not go through the various negoti- 
ations which have passed since 1868 
between our Government and that of 
Great Britain, You will recollect perhaps 
one important fact which I mentioned last 
year, and that was, that the prospect of 
an International Copyright Treaty with the 
United States was the chief impediment 
to having our wishes complied with. 
Freat hopes were held out that that Treaty 
would be accomplished, but it fell to the 

‘ound, and there is no appearance at 
oresent that such a measure will be carried 
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out. We are therefore precisely in the 
same position that we were in 1868 on 
this subject with this exception, that ne- 
gotiations have been going on at different 
times between the Government here and 
the Imperial Government. In return to 
the address presented last year a new 
paper was sent down, and which has not 
yet been specially brought to the notice 
of the House thoagh it is amongst the 
papers which were printed. In the Ses. 
sional Papers, Vol. 43. I find a report 
from the Minister of Finance and the 
Minister of Agriculture to the Governor 
General and Privy Council. They say: 
“What the undersigned would venture to 
suggest is that the duty on the re-prints 
of books first published, either in Great 
Britain or its dependencies, when import- 
ed from foreign countries, should be mate- 
rially increased.”’ 

The object evidently of this suggestion 
was to put anend to importations from 
the United States but it is obvious that 
to do away with the power of importing 
these works would, of course, increase 
the cost of literature in this country un- 
less we are allowed to reprint them our- 
selves, We are yet, perhaps, too poor a 
country to pay European prices for the 
literature which we require. The report 
goes on to say: ‘‘And that it should be 
levied in all cases for the benefit of the 
author or owner of the copyright, should 
such exist.’’ Every gentleman will be 
prepared to join in the justice of that re- 
commendation, that whilst we ask privi- 
leges of this sort we should certainly 
make provision for the benefit of the 
author whose work we should publish in 
this country. The object we have in view 
is to benefit the British author as well as 
the Canadian publisher whose interests 
are identical. The only interest that 
would be injuriously affected would be 
the British publishers, and they have, I 
believe, thrown many impediments in the 
way of our acquiring the privilege which 
we ack for. ‘‘ And to prevent evasion of 
the law, a declaration should be requested 
from importers that any works which they 
may claim to import free of such duty 
have never been published either in 
Great Britain or in Brit- 
ish dependencies; that foreigu 
reprints of works published in Canada 
should be wholly prohibited; that any 
author publishing in Canada should be, as 
at present, protected in his copyright, but 
that, unless British copyright works should 
be published concurrently in Canada, 
licensed Canadian publishers should be 
allowed to publish, paying for the benefit 
of the author or owner of the English 
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copyright an excise duty which could be 
collected by means of stamps as easily as 
other duties of a similar kind. The 
undersigned have no doubt that such a 
scheme as that which they have suggested 
could be carried into practical effect with 
great advantage to the English authors, 
who, as a rule, would sell their copyrights 
for Canada to Canadian publishers. It is 
true that British publishers would not 
gain that colonial circulation which they 
have long tried to obtain without success ; 
but it is vain to expect that the expensive 
editions published in England can meet a 
salein any part of the American continent. 

Since these communications have passed 
between the two Governments, others, 
no doubt have, followed, and I hope that 
there will be no objection to showing the 
position of these further negotiations with 
as little delay as possible. Although it 
may appear to some that the subject has 
been followed up, perhaps too persistently, 
yet, I believe, nothing but persistence and 
energy in urging this matter on the Im.- 
perial Government will bring it to a suc- 
cessfulissue. Since I gave notice of my 
motion I have thought that it would be 
perhaps advisable to make an addition to 
show British authors how little benefit 
they receive from the present mode of 
collecting duty on American reprints of 
their works coming into Canada. I would 
therefore propose to add to the words of 
my motion as printed: ‘ Also a return 
showing the amount of duty collected 
upon copies of British copyright works im- 
ported into the Dominion from the United 
States during the fiscal year 1870-71, as 
well as the amount of such duties as have 
been paid to the author or authors ofsuch 
works,’ It now just comes to my _ recol- 
lection that a voluminous correspond- 
ence on the subject of copyright appeared 
in the London Times, not many months 
ago, and amongst many authors, who then 
made known their complaints, the Arch- 
bishop of Dublin wrote a letter in which 
he complained of the very small return 
received from Canada, and rather reflected 
upon the management of our Customs, in 
collecting the duty for the benefit of Brit- 
ish authors. { think he said that although 
one ofhis works was widely circulated in 
Canada, yet all he received was some- 
thing like six shillings and eight pence, 
or some such trivial sum. There is no 
doubt whatever that large numbers of 
such works are smuggled into this coun- 
try from the United States. but in addi. 
tion to this many pass the Custorm House, 
because of the absence of timely returns 
from the proper authorities in England, 1 
have no doubt, knowing as I do some- 
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thing of the slowness with which public 
departments move, that returns of copys 
right works only come out some time after 
they have appeared in Hngland, and have 
been copied in the United States, and con- 
sequently are not in the possession of our 
Customs officers, as soon as the American 
reprints aresent in. The officer looks at 
his lists, and not seging the work men- 
tioned in them, allows tne books to pass 
free. Under such circumstances it will be 
easy to explain why such a small amount 
is collected on American reprints for the 
benefit of authors, As a forcible illustra- 
tion of the position in which our publish- 
ers are now placed, I may © 
mention that a well known 
gentleman in Montreal—I refer to the 
compiler and publisher of the Dominion — 
Directory—who has labored long and 
earnestly in this matter, has been forced 
to establish a printing office at Rouses’ 
Point, across the frontier, in order that he 
may be ina position to compete with 
American publishers. Ido not attempt to 
justify or offer an opinion on this ‘proceed- 
ing; | give it simply as an example of the 
effect of the present system upon our 
printing industry. We should certainly 
endeavour to encourage Canadian publish- © 
ers and keep them in the country, instead 
of forcing them across the border. In my 
motion, Irefer to correspondence with 
‘‘person or persons,’’ as well as with the - 
Government for I understand that a cor-— 
respondence has been going on with in- 
fluential individuals on this question, and 
a letter has been written by a distinguish- 
ed gentleman, Sir Charles Trevelyan, ap- 
proving of the action and demands of the 
Canadian Government on the subject. I 
believe such correspondence should en- 
courage our Government to prosecute 
this object with vigor, and use every 
effort to obtain the very desirable boon we 
have so long been asking. 
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied: I may 
say at once, I believe there is no official 
correspondence after that to which my 
hon. friend has referred—the report o 
two members of the Government on the 
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has been, however, some unofficial corres- 
pondence, and the hon. ‘gentleman is right 
in mentioning the name of Sir Charles 

Trevelyan, but I do not know if it {can be 
brought down. I would suggest to my 
hon. triend that he also add to his motion 
a request for a return which will show the 
dates at which the copyright lists come 
out to this country; and then the whole 
case will be laid before the public. M 
hon. friend deserves to succeed—he hag 
persevered, session after session, since 
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Confederation, and | may add that his 
efforts have not been confined to this 
House, but have been exerted, with the 
same object in view, during the vacation, 
both in this country and in tinglind. The 
Government are entirely in accord with 
the hon. gentleman on the question, and 
hope that now, since there is no prospect 
of an International Copyright Treaty, they 
will be able to come to some satisfactory 
arrangement with the British authorities. 

In accordante with the suggestion of 
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. RYAN added the following words to 
his motion : 

_ * And further a return stating at what 

datesand periods with reference to the 
dates of publication, lists of works which 
are copyrights are transmitted from the 
proper department in London to the 
proper department for collecting the du- 
ties on copies of such copyright works in 
. this country,” 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU made a few re- 
marks, but they were not audible to the 
reporter. 

The motion, as amended, then passed. 


PICTOU RAILWAY. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY asked the Govern- 
ment whether itis intended to afford in- 
creased facilities for the conveyance of 
coal over the Government line of railway, 
between Pictou and Halifax, in Nova Sco- 
tia, and in doing so, he stated that there 
had been actually a coal famine last 
March in Halifax. ‘The carrying capacity 
of the line was unequal to the public re- 
quirements. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that it 
was intended to afford increased facilities 
on the line in question—-in fact, the Min- 
ister of Public Works had already com. 
menced to make improvements in the di- 
rection required. 


STATUTES, 


On motion of Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL the 
bill in respect to the custody of the Sta- 
tutes was read a third time, and sent to 
the Commons for their concurrence, 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Turespay, 23rd April, 1872 


ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRISON presented a petition 
to extend the time for commencement of 
the Huron and Niagara Ship Canal. 


g . 
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Mr. SCRIVER presented a petition for a 
charter for the Quebec Railway Co, 

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the 
first Report of the Committee on Standing 
Orders. 

Mr. MORRISON (Niagara), introduced a 
Bill to incorporate the Detroit Railway 
Bridge Co. Referred to Committee on 
Railways and Telegraph Co. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a Bill to ins 
corporate the St. Ciair Railway Bridge, 
and ‘Telegraph Co. 

Mr. CUOSLIGAN introduced a Bill to 
compel Members of the Local Parliament 
when dual representation is not allowed to 
resign their seats before becoming Mem. 
bers of this House. 

Mr. SHANLY introduced a Bill toamend 
the Act of incorporation of the Caughna- 
waga Canal Co. 

Hon. Mr. IRVINE introduced a Bill to 
incorporate the Canada Railway Equip- 
ment Co. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN gave notice that 
he would move the House into Committee 
on certain resolutions respecting the en- 
largement of the Dominion canals, recom- 
mending the enlargement of the canals, 
as recommended by the report. of the 
Canal Commissioners, and the construc- 
tion of the Baie Verte Canal. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARLIER gave notice 
that he would move a series of resolutions 
relative, to the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD 
brought down the letter of Hon. Mr. 
Campbell on the Fishery question. Also 
all correspondence on the question which 
could properly be brought down in the 
interests of the country. 

The concurrence in the resolution 
asking for a grant of $45,000 for the 
geological survey was taken up. 

The resolutions were concurred in and 
read. : 


Hon. Mr. HOWE introduced a Bill 
founded on the resolutions. 


GOVERNMENT SAVINGS BANKS. 


Hon: Sir FRANCIS HINCKS having 
moved that the Report of the Committee 
of the Whole on certain resolutions re- 
specting the Government Savings Banks, 
&c., be received, 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT moved an amend, 
ment tv the second Resolution as fol - 
lows ;— 

That this resolution be not concurred 
in but that it be resolved, that 

Whereas on the 38lst December, 1565, the various 


Banks ot the late Province of Uanada, held the 
Sum of $7,004,170 in gold against a cicculai n of 
£12,123,772, being in tue proportion of 62 percent 


of the said circulation. And whereas the Banks 
of Quebec and Ontario, (forming the said Pro’ 
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j n the 8lst day of December, 1871, the 
vince ee 506 07 2 in gold as against a circulation of 
$22,919,¢ 43, being in the proportion of 28 per cent 
of the said circulation. And whereas the result 
ofthe recent financial measures introduced by 
the Government has been to agreat extent to re- 
place a paper currency directly based upon gold 
by apaper currency based upon another paper. 

urrency. ° j 
3 ‘Resoloed, That this House views with alarm 
the proposition of the Government to still turther 
diminish the comparatively small reserve of bul- 
lion now remaining in this country. That the 
power proposed to be conferred by the measures 
now before the House will practically enable the 
Ministry of the day to effectloans toa large amount 
with any Bank or Banks that they'may see_ fit, 
and that it is not expedient to entrust any Gov- 
ernment with such power without special 
consent o* Parliament in each case. And lastly 
tnat the general result. of the modifications pro- 
vosed to be introduced into the present law will 
be to interweave the interests of the various 
Banking institutions of the Dominion with the 
Government still more closely than at present, 
Whereas it is extremely desirable that the nation- 
al finances should be kept, as far as possible inde- 
pendent of and unaffected by the fluctuations to 
which the trade and commerce of every country 
are constantly exposed. 


He claimed the indulgence of the House 
for trespassing upon their time with so 
dry a subject. He called attention to the 
preamble of the amendment, and stated 
that he had always contended that the Go- 
vernment were dangerously diminishing 
the bullion held in this country. He had 
no doubt that the Finance Minister would 
give the usual answer, that, in ‘the first 
instance, the banks hold a very large 
amount of legal tenders in the shape of 
Government notes, which are as good as 
gold; and in the second place have large 
bank balances available for the protection 
of their circulation. With respect to the 
legal tenders under the present law, the 
banks were bound to hold one-half of their 


Government 


cash reserves in legal tender notes, and 


although it was thought they could use 
them very much as gold, anybody who had 
paid any attention to the matter was aware 
that it was very questionable whether the 
Banks were at liberty to use these tenders 
in the same way as their gold reserves, 
especially while Government held large 
sums on deposit; not to speak of other 
modes of deterring the Banks from de- 
manding gold for legal tenders if inconve- 
nient to the Ministry. As regarded the 
Bank balances although large, it should be 
remembered that the Returns of those ba- 
lances included in some cases money that 
was not in the country. The balance in 
the case of the Bank of Montreal of some 
9 or 10 millions was the most actively em- 
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ployed capital they had and could not be | 


considered as always available. The cir. 
culation of the Government notes consist- 
ed principally of those of’ small denomin- 
ations under four dollars, but the circula- 


tion of the Banks being in large notes | 
they would, in times of sudden contrac- 


Mr, Cartwright. 


116 


tion, be more liable to return on their 
hands than the small notes. With refer- 
ence to the first proposition in his amend- 
ment he might appeal to English practice 
to show the importance of retaining large 
reserves of bullion in the country, but 
under the circumstances he would merely 
call attention to the manifest fact that he 
had stated in his preamble. As to his 
second proposition he did not think it 
expedient to give to any Ministry power 
to effect large loans with individual banks. 
Such power had'been useful, but he con- 
sided it a dangerous precedent and one 
always liable to abuse. The third proposi- 
tion went deeper inte the principles at 
issue. He had no doubt it might appear 
that the interests of the Banking Corpora- 
tion should be interwoven with those of 
the Government, but he looked upon it 
Fevattismenting Wisin He looked upon the 
Government &s being the custodian of the 
public credit, who should enforce the 
regulations which the House saw fit to 
adopt with regard to those corporations. 
If the Hon. Minister of Finance had spent 
here the fifteen years which he had de- 
voted to the service of Her Majesty abroad 
he would know that the fears he expressed 
were neither ill grounded nor visionary ; 
that, judging the future by the past, and 
bearing in mind the periodical fits of de- 
pression and prosperity which succeed 
each other in all commercial communi: . 
ties, we ought in all cases to provide for 
the recurrence of periods like that be- 
tween 1858 and 1866. We were now ina 


Savings Banks. 


‘state of great prosperity such as had not 
‘been known for a period of twenty years, 


and it was only necessary to refer to the 
public accounts to see that the revenue 
had increased at least fifty per cent. in. 
about two years, Not to speak of the 
additional proof afforded by comparison 
of the trade returns,—the assets in the 
lands of the Banks, &c. But this state of | 
things might not last, a reaction would 
come, and he hoped the results would not 
be as disastrous as they had been before. 
If disaster should come upon us, he believ- 
ed that the policy now being adopted by 
the Government would make that disaster 
worse. Buthe knew that the Banking 
Institutions were with the Government 
in the matter, and that it would be hope- 
less to oppose them, The House knew. 
that in the nature of things a reaction 
would take place and times of adversity 
would come. Then powerful pressure 
would be brought on the Government to 
induce them to issue additional currengy, 
anito suspend specie payments, This 
had been done by States possessing great- 
er resources than we did. He believed 


v 


‘TT. Government 
that we were creating a complicated _sys- 
tem which it. would be found difficult to 
undo, if circumstances of commercial 
stringency should threaten. It was with 
vicious systems very much like ill weeds, 
they grew apace,.and sent down their 
roots a great distance. In moving the 
amendment now before the House, he did 
s0 for the purpose of placing on record his 
protest aguinst a system which he believed 
would be disastrous to the country. 
_ Hon. Sir F. HINCKS was reminded by 
the hon. member for Lennox of the boy 
who was constantly crying wolf. and all 
knew the result. After crying for a long 
time his cry was disregarded, and he be- 
lieyed he came to an unfortunate end 
(laughter). He thought the hon. gentle- 
man had expended a great deal of elo- 
quence and zeal upon a very small object. 
Had he (Sir F. Hincks) asked permission 
to borrow more money on the security of 
circulation, the remarks of his hon. friend 
would have been something more to the 
point; but he had done nothing of the 
kind. ‘The resolutions had already been 
fully discussed at a previous stage, and he 
had answered every question that had 
been asked. The House would stultify 
itself by adopting the resolution of his 
hon. friend, which affirmed as facts what 
could not be admitted. For instance, his 
hon. friend declared that on the 31st De- 
cember, 1865 the Banks of Canada held 
$7,594,170 in gold against a circulation of 
$12,128,772, and on the 3lst December, 
1871 a sum of $6,526,072 against a circu- 
lation of $22,919,342. This statement was 
most unfair. At both periods the gold 
_Was held not against circulation alone but 
against circulation and deposits, the latter 
being the liability against which it was 
most necessary to guard, and yet no rafer- 
ence was made by the hon. member to 
this state of the deposits. Again it was 
‘most unfair to omit all allusion to the gold 
held by the Government, probably about 
$4,000,000, and to the fact that the Banks 
held, in addition to the gold, stated Do- 
minion Notes which were lega! tenders, 
-and thefore as good as gold to the Banks. 
And with regard to these Notes he would 
observo that there had never been a time 
that the gold held by the Government had 
not been sufficient for any run that could 
possibly be brought upon it. The Do- 
minion Note Act had worked with the 
greatest satisfaction both to the banks 
and the Government. With regard to the 
position of the Government, it was well 
known that under the Dominion Note Act 
a fair arrangement had been made with the 
Banks, The Government had at that time 
a very large circulation through the Bank 
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of Montreal, which under the old arrange- 
ment did not issue any notes of its own, 
and the hon. member for Lennox had 
pressed upon the Government the expedi- 
ency of changing that arrangement. Had 
not the Dominion Note Act passed, the 
Government would have had to redeem the 
whole of that amount. They had now in cir- 
culation only $1,797,087 in old Provincial 
Notes all the others having been redeemed. 
Large notes of the denominations of $500 
and $1,000 had been found of great con- 
venience to the banks as they were en- 
abled to settle their balances with them 
instead of having to use gold or Bilis 
of Exchange. The small note cir— 
culation is $3,621,000, and. 
being absolutely necessary for the 
public to have. could not be drawn from 
circulation. There were various reasons 
toinduce the Government to bring for- 
ward the proposition under discussion. 
They had to be constantly, week after 
week, calling upon the Banks for a reduc- 
tion of their circulation in order to pre- 
vent an excess of the amount, beyond 
which they had to hold dollar for dollar in 
gold. ‘They had no less than thirty three 
per ceat. in gold and still had 
to withdraw $200,000 from circulation, 
although many complained of the want 
of small notes He did not expect Banks 
would issue a single note under the pre- 
sent arrangement if they could avoid 
doing so. He did not wish to exceed the 
bounds of prudence, and could not be 
charged with desiring to doso. He hoped 
the resolution would be adopted. 
_ Mr. GIBBS would like to ask the Finance 
Minister if, under the Bill to be introduced, 
the returns would show the amount held 
by the Government as gold, and as a sepa- 
rate return, the amount held by the 
Banks. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—Certainly. 

Mr. GIBBS—Thought that we would get 
over, toa very considerable extent, the 
difficulties about which he addressed the ~ 
House when the resolutions were 
previously under discussion. As he un- 
derstood the intention of the Hon. Minister 
of Finance, it was to get over the difficulty 
which he found in making up his weekly 
return, which every now and then was In 
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‘excess of the issue authorized, and he 


(Mr. Gibbs) thought it desirable that the 
difficulty should be overcome. 

The original resolutions were then car- 
ried, those of Mr. Cartwright being lost. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS _intro- 
duced a Bill to amend the Govern- 
ment Savings Bank Act; also, 4 
Bill to correct a clerical error in the Act 
relating to Banks and Banking, and to 


119 


amend the said Act; also a Bill to amend 
the Act relating to Dominion Notes; also, 
a Bill respecting the public debt and the 
raising of loans authorized by Parliament. 

Hon. Sir F; HINCKS moved the House 
into Committee of Supply, Mr. STREET 
in the chair. 

The House rose and reported. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved 
the second reading of a Bill respécting 
the Larceny of Stamps. He explained 
that the object of the Bill was to make 
stamps, whether issued by the Dominion or 
Provinces, a vaiuable security, and any 

person stealing them liable to be tried 
_ for stealing the amount expressed on the 
face of the stamp. 

Mr, R. A. HARRISON—Would seriously 
suggest to the consideration of the Gov- 
ernment the propriety of abandoning the 
stamp tax, and if necessary raising the 
amount thereof by some other means. In 
many parts of the Dominion the law is 
not understood, and where it is the 
stamps are frequently not to be had, and 
when they are to be procured they are of 
such a character that they will not adhere 
to the paper, resulting in embarrassment 
in business, and he thought the law 
opened the way to fraud as many stamps 
were used more than once. 

Hon. J. H. CAMERON suggested the 
use of stamped paper, as in England, 
which would prevent the possibility of 
stamps being used more than once. 

Mr. WORKMAN concurred with the 
hon. gentleman who had just spoken, as 
to the inferior quality of stamps sup-— 


Government 


plied. 
Mr. SAVARY thought there could 
not be a more inconvenient way of 


raising revenue in Canada than by a 
stamp duty. It bears very hard in the 
rural districts where a man has to travel 
several miles to get a stamp or his note is 
worthless. He had known one case in 
which a person had been supplied with 
postage stamps for bill stamps. He sug- 
gested that the Act should be amended 
or abolished altogether. 

Mr. FERGUSON could not support the 
Bill as he regarded Stamp Duty as being 
a troublesome and vexatious mode of col- 
lecting the revenue. 

Mr. STREET said the suggestion of the 
member for Peel would be very embaras- 
sing in rural sections of the country and 
he could not therefore concur in it. He 
agreed with the member for Toronto that 
if the Government could dispense with 
the tax it would be very advantageous to 
the country, and he hoped Governmerft 


would give the matter their best consid« 
eration. 


Hon, Sir Franeis Hincks. 
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Mr. ANGLIN said that nothing could be 
more desired by the Lower Provinces 
than the totalabolition of the bill. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
did not propose to enter into a discussion 
of the Stamp duty, as it was irrelevant to 
the matter in hand. The immediate cause 
of the introduction of the Bill was an 
embezzlement of postage stamps, and its 
object was to make those stamps a valu- 
able security. As to inconvenience aris- 
ing from the imposition of the stamp tax, 
there was no species of tax against which 
some objection could not be raised. He 
would ask those members connected with 
rural districts, and who spoke of the in- 
convenience of the tax, whether they 
would not prefer to have this part of the 
revenue raised by way of tax on Bills and 
Promissory Notes, than on tea and sugar 
and other necessaries of life (cheers). 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought they 
could not afford to disregard the mode of 
taxation practised in Eagland. During the 
past twenty years they had endeavored to 
reduce it as muchas possible on. imports 
of necessaries, and had transferred it to 
objects of inland revenue. .He was glad 
to have this principle ackhowledged in 
Canada, and he therefore had not looked 
unfavorably on the imposition of the 
Stamp Tax. ss 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges) said the tax 
was no doubt objectionable in rural coun- 
ties, and he would propose that all 
bachelors throughout the country should 
be taxed (laughter). 

Hon. Mr. MOKRIS said the matter of 
the stamp duty was receiving the consid- 
eration of the department. 

The Bill then passed its second reading 
and passed through Committee. 


_ Savings Banks. 


INJURY TO PROPERTY. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved 
the second reading of ‘‘An Act to correct 
a clerical error in the Act respecting 
malicious injuries to property.’’ Carried. 


INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


Mr. COLBY moved the second reading 
of ‘“‘An Act to repeal the Insolvency 
Laws.”’ He said the Bill proposed the 
entire abolition of the existing insolvency 
laws of the Dominion. {t was framed in 
accordance with his personal convictions 
in the matter, and he obelicved in 
accordance with the solid sentiment of the 
section of the country with which he was 
most familiar, and also of the House and 
of the country at large. He was not one 
who believed that an insolvency law was 
per se and under all circumstance; objec- 
tionable, but thought there were occasions 
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when it was necessary. After some great 
financial crisis such a measure might be 
beneficial. It had happened in this and 
other countries that the most prudent 
men’ were plunged into the same ruin 
with the reckless and imprudent, and then 
some peculiar remedy should be provided. 
He did not think the present Insolvency 
Laws were in accordance with the prin- 
ciples of morality. That portion respect- 
ing voluntary assignments said to the 
debtor, ‘‘The moment you find it incon. 
venient to pay your debts, you are privi- 
‘leged to compound them,’ and he thought 
nothing more demoralizing could be found 
in any law. This was seriously damaging 
to the country, for the moment men got 
into difficulties they ceased to struggle to 
extract themselves, and found it much 
more convenient to pass through the legal 
process, and so relieve themselves from 
all obligations. The speech of His Hx- 
cellency told them that the country was 
now in an unusual state of prosperity, and 
that that prosperity extended to all 


Insolvency 


branches of industry, and yet if 
one derived his impression of the 
prosperity of the country from 


the Official Gazette he would believe 
they were in a state of bankruptcy. The 
number of insolyents was appalling and 
was entirely inconsistent with the idea of 
prosperity. He believed that the effect 
of the Insolvency Law ina new country 
like Canada was particularly injurious, for 
it could not but encourage recklessness in 
trade. It held out to any man desiring 
to become suddenly rich the prospect of 
the realisation of wealth if he prospered, 
without anything counterbalancing if he 
failed. Young men without experience, 
or business habits, and with very insuffici- 
ent capital entered into business and spe 
culated because if they. were 
fortunate all would be well while if 
they were unfortunate they were re- 
lieved from all consequences, fo much 
was this the case that there was now 
no dread of being known as a Bankrupt, 
and indeed many persons who had passed 
through Bankruptcyfour and five times now 
held up their heads as honest business men. 
He had received communications from all 
parts of Ontario and Quebec, al! pressing 
for the abolition of the Laws, an’ he had 
been told of a case of an_ Insolvent for, 
whose estate the principal creditor had 
offered $14,000, the whole of which 
amount had been absorbed in costs; anda 
large commercial house in “‘ontreal wrote 
him that under the operation of the In- 
solvency Laws their losses had doubled. 
There was a number of‘assignees;whose spe- 
cial business was to find out men in business 
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who were in difficulties, and to encourage 
them to take advantage of the Act. It 
had been stated that the Act might be 
amended, but he believed the difficulty 
lay in the very principle of the Act. He 
was fully persuaded that the sentiment of 
the country was entirely in favor of the 
abolition of the Laws, and if at any future 
time they might be again needed 
they could be restored. He believed that 
the occurrences of the last session when 
the second reading of his bill had been 
been passed by a large majority against 
the wishes of the Government showed 
how strongly the House was in his favour. 
He believed that the entire retail trade of 
the country desired the abolition of the 
Act, for they suffered extreme hardships 
in consequence of the numerous composi- 
tion arrangements made, so much'so that 
the Act was a simple abomination to the 
whole trade. He believed also that the 
great mass of the wholesale dealers held a 
like opinion. He then referred to the 
memorials presented from the Boards of 
Trade against the abolition, but question- 
ed whether they were worthy of any great 
weight. In Toronto great difficulty was 
experienced in vetting a meeting, and in 
Montreal the memorial emanated merely 
from a small majority of the Council and 
not of the mass of the Board. He also 


. referred to the resolution of the Domin- 


ion Board on the subject. He referred to 
the class of small manufacturers now 
rapidly springing up, than whom, no 
class was more strongly desirous that the 
laws should be abolished. In conclusion 
he apolegised for detaining the House so 
long. 

My. RB. A. HARRISON (Toronto) said 
he concurred in some of the remarks of 
the mover. He did not think that the 
working of the Act had been in all re- 
spects satisfactory ; no doubt the facilities 
for going into bankruptcy were too great, 
the facilities for obtaining discharges were 
too great, the expenses of working an es. 
tate through Bankruptcy were too great, 
but he believed these three were the only 
abuses that could be alleged to exist. He 
could not agree with the statement that 
this country required no bankruptcy laws 
except in unusual times for while credit 
was given, these laws would always be 
necessary. He would much rather 
amend than abolish the Law. In respect 
to the first objection he had spoken of he 
suggested that the creditors should have 
more control. In regard to the second 
there was more difficulty. The duty of 
administering the Law was thrown upon 
Judges who looked upon the duty as 
merely incidental compared with other 
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and paramount duties. The ordinary SENATE. 
remedy for this would be to have a new j 
system of Judges, but then the ery would Wepnespay, 24th April, 1872. 


be what a fine place for lawyers! He be- The SPEAKER took the Chair at three 


lieved a Bankruptcy Court could be estab- | glock. 

pened having Judges who would preety COPYRIGHT. 
apply their minds to the subject, but if | Ne 
this i opposed why not on give the| Hon. Mr. RYAN presented a petition 
controlling power to the creditors and let 
them decide who should obtain a dischar- 
ge. Ifa debtor was honest, his creditors | ¢ 
would be reasonable. He could follow up | ject. 


ion Board of rade, and again called at- 


the different objections and suggest reme. | POSTAL STEAM COMMUNICATION, WITH _ 


dies, but he would now suggest that the WEST INDIES. 

subject should be referred to a Committee | 

who should investigate the matter and, On the presentation of a petition by 
decide what should be done after which | Hon. Mr. DICKKY in reference to direct 


the House could decide. ‘he Law was | Steam Communication between Canada 


and West Indies and Brazil. 
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL stated that there 


necessary and should not be destroyed 
because it was not perfect. 


_ Mr. OLIVER said the Bill had been | was a prospect of that communication — 
introduced in the previous Session and | pheing afforded at no distant date; for 
every one knew it would come up again | favorable propositions were now under the — 


now, and the member from Toronto as 4) consideration of the Government—of 


celebrated commercial lawyer and know | eoyrse he could not say whether they — 
ing the defects of the Bull ought to have | would be accepted or not—who were very — 
felt it his duty to submit to the | desirous of securing the communications — 


liouse a remedy for the evils he admitted. | jy question. : 


He believed that there was scarcely one Hon. Mr. RYAN—With the Foreign or : 


single trader who did not desire the re-} pritish West Indies? 


peal of the Laws. He agreed with the Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—It was hoped — 


member for Stanstead, that this desire | that it would be arranged that the propo- 
was almost universal, with the exception | sition would extend to the British as well 
of assignees and lawyers who were en- | a, Foreign West Indies. 

gaged in winding up estates. The present 

laws only encouraged recklessness in busi- PRINTING. 

ness. Another objection was the injustice 
ofthe Bill in that it only applied to 
Traders. Why should it not apply to 
Others also. A man might go into _busi- 


Joint Committee on Printing, approving 
of the action of Mr. Hartney in reference 


ness and fail, without any very ruinous | t0 the printing of Mr. Dawson's report. 
consequences, but supposing a farmer Report to be considered on Monday. 
should have endorsed his paper to the full NAVIGATION OF ST. LAWRENCE. 
amount of his stock he would lose every- 


thing he had. ‘Therefore, if there was a ee ‘ : 
Bill at all it ought to apply to all classes asked whether it is the intention of the 


of the community. Again it was a great | Government to provide effectually for the 
injury in inducing young men to enter | protection of the navigation of the St. 
into business, knowing they had every- Lawrence, either by stationing tug boats 
thing to win and nothing to lose. In the | Of the necessary tonnage and power. to 
interest of the manufacturing community | relieve, and help to save vessels, and the 
the Laws should be repealed, and he had | crews of vessels leaving the Ports of Mon- 
great pleasure in seconding the motion | treal and Quebec annually, during the 
for the second reading. last days of the season of navigation, or 
The debate was here adjourned, and it | by encouraging Companies for that pur- 
being six o’clock and St. George’s day, ; P0se. — uy ‘ 4 
the House also adjourned, Whether it is the intention of the Gov- 


ernment to grant rewards to those resi- 


dents on the South Shore of the St. Law- 


Kamouraska, who, at the risk of their 
lives, succeeded in saving the crews of 
vessels abandoned in the midst of the ice 
during the severe cold of last autumn, 


Mr. R. A. Harrison. 


in reference to Copyright from the Domin- — 


‘tention of the Government to the sub- 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN presented report — 


| pene in the Counties of L’Islet and — 


ees, ee 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
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Hon. Mr.: MITCHELL ‘replied that it | bec: 
was not the intention of the Government 
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} praying for the passing of an Act 
authorizing the issue of Letters Patent to 


to station tug-boats at any particular | him for an Invention known as the Hollen 
points for the purpose of relievin g vessels. | Roberts Knitting Machine and Loom. 


The Government laid it down as a princi- | 
ple of action not ‘to interfere with the en- | 


terprise of private companies when they 
Were equal to the performance of the 
service. The Quebec Tug Boat Company 
was efficiently conducted, he understood 
from members of the mercantile commu. 


nity. Only when the services of such | 


companies could not be obtained, and life 
and property were in peril, were the Gov- 
ernment justified to step in. Indeed, the 
Government had no boats which could be 
detailed for sucha service. The Druid 
was unfit, while the Napoleon was indis- 


pensable for the performance of 
the remote Light House Service. With 
respect to the latter part of 


the first . question the Government 
had always done its best to assist said 
vessels, With reference to the second 
juestion there was a sum of money put in 
the Estimates last year as a reward for 
ihose who had made themselves conspicu- 
dus, for saving life and property. Appli- 


sations were now under the purview of 


ihe department in relation to the heroism 
% the habitants of L’Islet and Kamour. 
ska, ard they would receive that. atten- 
ion to which they were entitled. 


FISHERIES. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN gave notice of an 

mquiry with reference to expences incur. 

‘ed last session by British and Canadian 

yovernments in protecting the Fisheries. 
The House then adjourned. 


~ 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wepnespay, 24rH Apgit, ‘1872, 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
"clock, p.m. 


a hs ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House— 
dists of Shareholders of the Bank of Nova 
cotia, on the 17th April, 1872,—of the 
fetropolitan Bank,—of the Royal Cana. 
jan Bank, on the 12th Apri, 1872,—of 
he Canadian Bank of Commerce on the 
3th April, 1872,—and of the Ontario 


lity with the Act 34 Vict cap. 5, sec, 12 
14 On the Table. 


the following Petitions were recived 
od read :— 


amk, on the 10th April, 1872, in confor. ; ; 
ie? P . _tutes of Cinida, 34 Victoria, being the, 


Five Petitions were brought up and ie ’ 
& I | 1871, under the provisions of the Act 31 


Of George Gilmour, and others, of the 
county of Joliette; of H. J. Tiffin, and 
others; and of H, Taylor, and others, all 
of the Province of Quebec ; severally 
praying for certain amendments to the 
Act respecting Patents for Inventions, 

Uf Charles H, Waterous of the town of 
Brantford, county of Brant, and others ; 
praying for an Act of Incorporation to 
enable them to erect and construct Water 
Works throughout the Dominion on the 
improved plan known as Waterous Im. 
proved System of Fire Protection and 
Water Supply, 

Of S. David and others, manufacturers 
of Cigars in the Dowinion ; praying that 
the tariff may be so amended as to secure 
to them further protection. 

Of the Dominion Board of Trade; pray- 
ing for the appointment of average ad- 
justers. 

Of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Kingston; praying fr the passing of an 
Act to provide for the collection of De- 
mands against Ships and Vessels. 

Of George W. Campbell, and others, of 
the city of Montreal; praying for the 
passing of an Act incorporating them as 
a Sealing, Fishing, and Shipping Company 
(with limited liability.) 

Of Louis Roy, Mayor, and others, of the 
municipality of Ste. Anne des Monts and 
Cap Chat; praying for the establishment of 
a Line of Steamers for the transport of 
Mails and Passengers from Canada to the 
West Indies, and from thence to Brazil 


Motion being made that the Petition of 
R. Abbott, and others, praying for such an 
appropriation as will be sufficient to open 
the mouth of Big Creek into the waters 
of Lake Erie, for a Harbor of Refuge,— 
and the Petition of the Council of the 
Municipality of the city of Toronto, pray- 
ing for the adoption of such measures as 
will render substantial assistance in the 
construction of the Huron and Ontario 
Ship Canal, be received and read, 

Mr. SPEAKER decided :—‘ That as the 
granting of the prayer of these Petitions 
would involve the expenditure of public 
money, they cannot be received. - 

Hon, Mr. MORRIS laid before the 
House,—otficial distribution of the Sta- 


Fourth Session of the Fist Parl ament, 


Vict cap. 1, sec. 14 
tion Sir FRANCIS HINCKS delivered 


Of Joseph E, Archer of the city of Que. iG following Message trom His Excel. 
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lency, which was read by Mr. Speaker, as 
follows :— 
Lisgar. a 
The Governor General transmits Ksti- 
mates of certain of the sums required for 
the service of the Dominion for the year 
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ending 30th June, 1873; and in accord. | 


ance with the provisions of ‘The British 

North America Act, 1867,” he recom- 

mends these Estimates to the Heuse. 
Ottawa, 24th April, 1872. 

On motion of Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL, 
(Lanark), the Petition of James J. Lynch, 
a candidate at the election, held at High 
Bluff, in the Electoral District at Mar- 
quette, in the Province of Manitoba, in 
February, 1871, for a choice of a Member 
to represent the said District in the House 
of Commons, praying that the Special Re- 
turn sent to the Clerk of the Crown in 
Chancery, may be amended by inserting 
therein the name of the Petitioner as the 
Member duly elected to represent the 
said District in the House of Commons, 
was referred to the Select Standing Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 


PROTECTION OF AGRICULTURAL 
INTERESTS. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) in 
moving for » committee said that he did 
soin the interests of Agriculture in the 
Dominion which should receive protection 
as well as the manufacturing interest. In 
Ontario and Quebec there were in 1861, 
25,225 persons engaged in manufactures 
against 2,139,882 engaged in agricultural 
pursuits, or interested therein, and he 
believed it be for the interests of this 
class that a protective tariff should be 
adopted on agricultural products coming 
from the United States. He was surprised 
that the honourable member for South 
Waterloo did not agree with him in this. 
The remarks of that gentleman that 
products from the United States only 
came into this country to be transported 
to the Kuropean markets were contrary to 
the facts. Goods passing through the 
country en route to Kurope paid no duty 
and he would quote from the Returns to 
show the extent of goods imported from 
the United States into Canada on which 
duty had been collected :— 

In Ontario we had received from the 
United States between the 30th June, 
1870, and tiie Ist April, 1871, when the 
duties were repeated. 

Silt and fresh meat tothe extent of 3, 
494.981 lbs., amounting to $370 045. 

Wheat, 526,480 bushels amounting to 
$532 036. 

Grain of all other kinds, 1,013,990 
bushels, amounting to $592,710. 


Hon. Sir Francis Hincks. 
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In Quebec :—Wheat, 139,478 bushels, 
amouuting to $187,577. Grain of allother 
kinds 90,196 bushels, amouuting to $6,- 
716. Flour, of Wheat and Rye, 43,980 
barrels, amounting to $208,413. 

In Nova Scotia :—Wheat, 92,257 bushels. 

New Brunswick :—Flour of Wheat and 
Rye, 81,092 barrels, amounting to 490,- 
O9L. 

On all these articles the total amount of 
duty collected in all the Provinces was 
$149,021, but if we had had the same 
duties on products entering this country as 
are imposed by the United States on our 
agricultural products we should have col- 
lected $745,105. He thought that our 
farmers should have protection as they 
bore a large share of the local taxation and 
contributed greatly towards the construc. | 
tion of our public works. He did not 
understand why we should pay duty on 
goods from Great Britain, which we could 
not manufacture ourselves, and at the © 
sametime admit free of duty goods and ~ 
products of the United States nearly all — 
of which we manufactured or raised iv the ~ 
country. Some of the advocates of Free © 
Trade said the United States would event- — 
ually grant us Reciprocity, and that in the ~ 
meantime we should not assume a hostile © 
position in matters of Tariff. He did not 
agree with them and quoted from the 
correspondence relating to the Washing: 
ton ‘Treaty in support of his views. — 
He contended that Free Trade — 
had proved a failure in England, as the 
moment there was free access to the 
British market other nations had imposed 
a higher tariff than before, yet in face of 
this, statesmen in England had stated © 
that the United States would see the ad- — 
vantage of admitting Canadian products 
and establishing principles of free trade. — 
The American members of the High Com. — 
mission had come to the conclusion that — 
the free admission of the products of this — 
country was of greater advantage to us 
than our fisheries and the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence were to them. He was — 
not surprised that they had come to that — 
conclusion. The last Trade Returns of © 
the United States that he had consulted— ‘ 
those for 1869—showed that we had 
sent to the American market products of © 
Canada to the extent of $30,000,000 on 

25,000,000, of which duty equal to 20. 
per cent. had been paid, and it was” 
not to be wondered at that 
they should decline to admit our products 
free. He quoted trom the New York Trt. 


Interests, 


ee 


a 


bune which stated that the reason our peo- 

ple emigrated to the United States was, i 
*that they could m ke more by farming 
there than they could in Canada, owing to 
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their protective duties, and said that it 
was not surprising that our young men 
went there in such numbers. He con- 
tended that if we had protection it should 

_ notbe confined to the manufacturing inter. 
ests, it should be general (hear, hear); let 
all be protected, but not one at the ex- 
pense of the other, The people he repre- 
sented held this view, and he had no 
doubt that at the next election they 
would consider it a vital question. He 
hoped that the House would see the im- 

_ portance of affording some protection to 
the farming interest, which was composed 
of a very peaceable and industrious class 
of the community, and that the question 

_ would not be viewed from a local and sel. 
fish point of view, but in accordance with 
its merits. . 

Mr. DeCOSMOS said he was not pre- 
pared to speak at length as he did not 
anticipate the question would have come 
up to-day. He might say, however, that 

_ the feeling of British Columbia was a unit 

in favor of the protection of agricultural 
mdustry. The House and Government 

‘might think that because British Colum- 
biahad accepted the Canadian tariff she 
‘Was not in favor of protection on agricul- 
tural interests, but she merely accepted 
that tariff because she did not think. Can- 
ada would modify it tosuch an extent as 

to protect tue farming interests and he 

‘made thiS‘explanation in order to show 
the Government and the House how de- 

| Birable it was to let the matter go to a 

| ‘committee, so that there might be full 

_ @nquiry as to whether the farming pro- 

‘ducts should not be protected. ‘I'he 

farmers of British Columbia were com- 

_ paratively poor and the country rugged 

| and they could not compete with America 

Without protection. 

| Mr, STREET said the House had al- 

_Yeady granted a committee to enquire into 

| the best mode of encouraging the manu-~ 

| facturing interests, and be did not think 
| the agricultural interests should be looked 
| Upon as in any way inferior. When the 
| Comnittee had reported, however, the 
| 

! More intelligently than they could at pre- 
sent. Hedid not think that the view 
taken by some that the agricultural inter- 

| @sts of the country required no protection 

‘Was correct, but they would discuss the 

| Matter much better after receiving the 

| report of the Committee already establish- 
ed. It would then be for the House to 


| House could discuss the matter much 


4 


| decide what should be done, and the Gov- 
ernment could then state what proposi- 


_ tion they deemed it advisable to submit. 
_ He hoped the 
‘stituted. 


Committee would be con- 
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Mr. O'CONNOR would rather have 
spoken after receiving the report of the 
Committee, but could not allow the occa. 
sion to pass after the remarks of the 
mover. ‘I'he County of Essex felt more 
sensibly than any other part of the coun- 
try the want of protection and the agricul- 
tural societies were unanimously in favour 
of such protection. 


Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) said the matter 
had been taken up two years ago by Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of establishing 
a well defined national policy, and they 
then believed that a protective policy 
would coerce the United States into grant- 
ing more liberal commercial terms. That 
policy had been reversed by the House, 
and the matter had now fallen into the 
hands of the members for Hamilton and 
Leeds and Grenville. If those gentlemen 
were in favour ot protection they ought to 
oppose all extension of public works, they 
ought to oppose the construction of the 
Pacific Railway and the enlargement of 
canals, because all those works tended to 
facilitate the intercourse, between difterent 
countries. So long as Canada produced 
more than she required for her own con- 
sumption, the price would be regulated 
by foreign markets in spite of protection. 

Mr. BODWELL thought the question 
should be discussed in a broad sense. 
Because British Columbia desired protec: 
tion for the farming interests, it did not 
follow that such would be for the good of 
the whole Dominion. The price of pro- 
ducts would always be regulated by 
foreign markets so long as there were ex- 
ports to a greater extent than the im- 
ports. Farmers were never more pros- 
perous than at present, and the cry of 
protection arose, not from the farmers 
themselves, but from those who were in- 
terested in getting protection for other 
branches of industry. He protested in 
the strongest terms possible against any 
protection being needed by the farming 
interests, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS called the 
attention of the mover to the fact that his 
motion was very different from what it 
had been when moved ona previous oc 
casion. As to the appointment of the 
Committee for inquiry there could be no 
objection, but he objected to that part of 
the motion empowering the Committea to 
recommend any action in the matter. 

Mr, JONES agreed to have that part of 
his motion objected to struck out, leaving 
it a simple motion for the appointment of 
a committee of inquiry. 

Mr, FERGUSON thought that the Com- 
mittee would» be of no possible use 
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unless it could make recommendations. 
A deputation had waited on the Minister 
of Finance two years ago on the same 
matter, and he had then accepted there 
recommendation and provided the protec- 
tion now sought, and he charged the 
member for Hamilton and others who had 
been connected with the deputation with 
having entirely ~ changed their minds 
in the interval. The more protection was 
given to the manufacturers the more the 
farmers suffered, and if this was to conti 
nue why the sconer the farmers left the 
country the better for them. He thought 
the alteration made on the suggestion of 
the Finance Minister destroyed the whole 
utility of the motion, and he would much 
rather that the whole matter should drop 
and that a direct motion should be intro- 
duced on which there could be a direct 
vote so that the country might see the 
action of her representatives. At present 
America could at any time send into Can- 
ada a quantity of grain sufficient to almost 
ruin Canadian farmers. He hoped the 
member for Leeds and Grenville would 
withdraw his motion altogether. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) then 
requested to be allowed to withdraw his 
motion. 


Mr. STEPHENSON hoped the motion 
would not be withdrawn. He thought it 
as necessary to protect the farmers’ inter - 
ests as those of manufacturers, and the 
¢wo should go hand in hand. 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD explained 
that the hon. member for Hamilton had 
moved for a committee to enquire into the 
extent and condition of the manufacturing 
interests of the Dominion, and the hon. 
member for Leeds and Grenville had moved 
in amendment that after the word ‘‘manu- 
facturing” the words ‘and agricultural 
be udded. That amendment having been 
withdrawn his hon. friend now moved that 
a Special Committee should be appointed 
to inquire into the agricultural interests 
separately. The Minister of Finance had 
called attention to the last part of the 
motion of the hon. member for Leeds and 
Grenville in order to point out the differ- 
ence between the two motions and guard 


Agricultural 


against authority being given to any Com. | 


mittee to put on a tariff, which could’only 
be done by Government. The Committee 
now moved for would -have precisely the 
same scope as that to inquire into the 
manufacturing interests. 


Mr. FERGUSON asked if the Committee 
could recommend the best remedy for 
protecting the farmers. 


Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD replied 
Mr, Ferguson. 
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that they could do anything short of re 
porting in favor of specific duties. 


Mr. FERGUSON asked if they could © 


report that duty would be the best mode 


of redress. 
Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD would 


not tell the Committee what they should 


— Ts ee 


report, but he had no doubt that if his — 


hon. friend was upon it he would 
hesitate to make any suggestions that 
might occur to him. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville)- 
After the explanation of the Hon. Minis- 
ter of Justice, asked that his motion — 


not — 


might be allowed to stand. Motion car. 


ried 


ied. , 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK then moved the 


House into Committee of the Whole to 
consider a resolution declaring it expedi- 
ent to make further provision for the col-— 
lection of demands against vessels naviga-— 


ting certain lakes and inland waters 
Canada. 


of 
f 


Mr, HOLTON had no objection to his 


hon. friend taking this preliminary step — 
to introduce his; Bill, from;its title he 
(Mr. Holton) knew it to be an old friend 
of his of years ago, but he was willing to 
let his hon. friend show whether he had | 
made any amendments, and therefore he 
should make no objection to the stage 
made to-day. After considerable discus— 
sion as to whether the resolutions should | 
be considered in Committee of the 
Whole, a 
Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said he 
thought the proper time for the resolution 
to be discussed was in Committee of the 
Whole, in order that the House might go 
more fully into the matter than with the 
restraint of the Speaker in the chair. (. 
Hon. J. H. CAMERON doubted 
whether the matter was one for 
Legislation by the Dominion or the Pro- 
vinces, and mentioned such doubt. in or- 
der that he might not be precluded here- 
after from taking up the question as a 
matter which should go before each sé 


parate Legislature. 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD—As 8 
matter of course, the hon. gentleman had 
to make out a statement in committee for 
leave to bring in a bill. ‘ 
The House then went into commitee, 
| Mr. SCATCHERD in the chair. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK, in introducing hit 
resolution, said he believed that im thi 
Province of Quebec there is recourst 
against a vessel itself for demands. wi 
have no Admiralty Court, but the marin 
trade on our inland lakes should be fos 
tered and protected. The hon. membe 
for Chateauguay had said it was no nel 
piece of legislation, that there had bee! 
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bill after bill brought into the Canadian 
Parliament, He (Mr. Kirkpatrick) agreed 
with the hon. gentleman, but would 
call to his attention that in 1864 
a Bill passed the second reading, was Te- 
ferred to a Select Committee, reported 
with several amendments, and on the 
third reading, at the earnest solicitation 
of the Government of the day, thrown 
out, because it was at such a late period 
of the session, and the Bill was lost on the 
third reading ky only two votes. A large 
number of petitions had been addressed 
to the House in favor of the principle in- 
volved in his resolution. He was daily 
and hourly brought into contact with 
shipmasters and others interested, and he 
spoke with some knowledge of the trade. 
His proposition was in favor of shipowners 
and shipbuilders, ship chandlers and sea- 
men. At present 
foreign ship masters bringing in their 
-yessels for repairs and supplies, leaving 
‘in a great hurry, and perhaps never again 
more than touching at their port, or if the 
vessel should be an English one, it was 
frequently mortgaged to its full value ; 
and so the Canadian ship builders and 
ship chandlers lose whatever may be due 
them. He thought the Bill, when con- 


sidered and amended, as it probably would 


be, would give equal security to ship- 


- owners and seamen. 
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I He quoted from the 
British North America Act to show that 
the subject of the resolution was tor Do- 
minion legislation, and not Provincial. 

HON. GEO. IRVINE sympathized with 
his hon. friend on the principle of the Bill 
he wished to introduce, but he thought 
the constitutional question suggested by 
themember for Peel was an important 

subject, and ifthe Minister of J ustice was 

“not prepared to give an opinion at once 
the matter should be postponed. 

Hon. Mr. SMITH—Thought the question 
deserved great consideration, and would 
ask the hon. mover if there were 
any means by which seamen 
could enforce their wages against a ship. 
By tne English law a seaman has a lien on 
a ship, but he can only enforce that lien 
through the Court of Vice Admiralty, and 
there is a similar lien for repairs provided 
the owner does not reside in England. 

Mr. R. A. HARRISON said there were 
two question involved. One of policy and 
one of power, and if there were doubts as 
to their power of legislating on the sub- 
ject there was no object in doing so. He 
moved the adjournment of the debate. 

Hon. J. H. CAMERON moved that 
the Committee should be allowed to rise 
and report progress, and ask leave to sit 


again, (Carried. 
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AFTER RECESS. 
The SPEAKER took the chair at 7.50 


p.m. 

Mr. WORKMAN moved to introduce a 
Kill to incorporate the Exchange Bank 
of Canada. The Bill was reterred to the 
Committee on Banking and Commerce. 


LARCENY OF STAMPS. 


On the motion for the third Reading of 
‘‘An Act for the avoidance of doubts res- 
pecting Larceny of Stamps, 

Mr. JONES (Halifax) urged that the 
Government should abolish the Stamp 
Act. His own opinion was that it should 
be abolished and he at the same time ex- 
pressed the opinion of the mercantile 
community of Halifax. Such a tax had 
only been resorted to by countries under 
the necessity of raising a large revenue, 
and he hoped the Government would 


“accede to the well understood wish of 


the country in the matter and abolish the 
duty. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS explained that the 
remarks of the member for Halifax had 
no relation to the Bill before the House. 
The object was to meet a difficulty which 
had occurred and had already been exs 
plained to the House. 

The Bill was then read a third time. 


INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


The adjourned debate on the second 
raading of Mr. Colby’s Bill, for the re- 
peal of the Insolvency Laws was resum 
ed by 

Hon. J. H. CAMERUN—He thought 
the Bill should be referred to the Com 
mittee on Banking and Commerce before 
the House was committed to its principle. 
When the present Law had been devised it 
had received the greatest possible consi- 
deration, and the Government and the 
House had used every effort to make the 
Bill as nearly perfect as possible. The law 
had now been in operation for some time, 
and certain difficulties had arisen, but if 
proper amendments were made, the coun- 
try would not desire its abolition. It ought 
to be considered what the position would 
be if the whole law were repealed with- 
out anything being substituted. He 
thought the Government ought to 
express their views on a matter of such 
great importance. He moved that the 
bill be not now read a second time but 
that itbe referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce, in order that 
they might report thereon. If after the 
matter had been considered by the com- 
mittee it should be found that the inter- 
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ests of the country required its repeal, it 
could then be done. There were, no 
doubt, many objections, one of which was 
the syStem of voluntary assignments, and 
then again there ought to be a greater 
length of time between the claiming and 
granting of certificates, and there shouldbe 
an absolute refusal inany case where the 
expenditure had beenreckless. So long 
as a system of credit existed there must 
be insolvent laws and any one who de- 
sired to repeal those laws entirely ought 
to be prepared to repeal credit also. ‘lhe 
experience of old countries should be 
taken into account, and a measure framed 
which would avoid the objections and yet 
meet the necessities of the matter. 

On the Hon. Mr. HOLTON suggesting 
that the motion was scarcely in order, it 
was altered as follows: That th: Bill be 
not now read a second time, but that the 
Committee on Banking and Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the subject of 
the Insolvency Law and report thereon to 
the House by Bill or otherwise. 

‘Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the proposi- 
tion would simply defeat the Bill by pre. 
venting it trom coming before the House 
again this session; but perhaps that was 
the object of the hon. gentleman. He 
believed that the Insolvency Law was a 
good thing, and he was prepared to sus- 
tain that opinion. If Government deter- 
mined not to repeal the law he should 
support them. The matter had now been 
before the House two sessions, and the 
member for Stanstead had procured a very 
large vote in favor of his views, and had 
stated his intention of pressing the mat- 
ter this session, and the question now was 
not whether there should be amendments, 
but whether there should be an Insolvency 
Law or not—and it would be better to get 
the sense of the House on that question— 
Some gentlemen seemed to think that 
there should be an insolvency law from 
time to time, as particular crises arose. 
He could conceive nothing more unfortu. 
nate that such a state of things, nothing 
more unfortunate than that the Jaws regu- 
lating the relation of debtor and creditor 
should not be permanent. There should 
rather bea permanent law on such a foot- 
ing that it should do justice in times of 
crises and not injustice in ordinary seasons. 
Although the machinery of the present 
law might be clumsy, it hid the merit of 
putting the estate very considerably into 
the hands of the creditors, and the real 
difficulty was that the creditors having 
the estate in their hands did not take 
proper care in the management. He 
would call the attention of the House to 
the difficulties which would result from the 


Hon. J. H, Cameron, 
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entire repeal of thelaws. If he rightly 
understood the law in (Juebec there was a 
quasi Insolvent law under which goods 
sold under executions enured to the benefit 
of all the creditors. ‘his gave to the 
people of Quesec a g’eat many of the 
benefits without the evilsof an Insolvent 
law. This however was not the case in 
Ontario, nor he believed was it the case 
in Nova Scotia or New B: unswick. There 
the law was of that unjust character that 
the first execution creditor swept away the 
whole property. This was a most unjust 
and calamitous principle and yet it would 
be the law if the present \ct were repealed. 
With reference to the power given to 
creditors by the Insolveut law, of. handing 
over the assets to an assignee, and to the 
consequences of that, the discharge of the — 
debtor it had always seemed to him that 
the discharge of an honest debtor was a — 
wholesome provision which might be de- | 
fended upon general principles. He be 
lieved the interest of both debtor and- — 
creditor would be best serve by a careful — 
wording and working of the law, but the 
former was of no use without the latter, 
but while the creditors had ample control 
of the whole matter, they had themselves 
to blame if the results of the administra- 
tion of the estate were not. satisfactory. 
He believed it would be most unfortunate 
that the law should be repealed and re. 
enacted in times of crises, and he only — 
opposed the reference of the maiter to a — 
Committee, because he thought the House 
ought to come to a direct decision. a 
Hon. Mr. IRVINE thought it was much — 
to be regretted that a matter ofsuch great 
importance should be discussed in so thin — 
a House, and especially in the absence of — 
the first law officer of the Crown, and also — 
that the views of the Government should — 
not be expressed in the matter. He 
thought they were entitled to know what 
course the Government were prepared to — 
take, if the majority of the House decided * 
to repeal the laws. He had no hesitetion — 
in saying he was entirely opposed to the — 
repeal, and if he supported the motion of — 
the hon member for Peel, it was not be- — 
cause he differed from the views of the — 
hon. member for West Durham, but be- — 
cause be felt that there was in the minds — 
of a great number of the members of the ~ 
House very considerable dissatisfaction — 
with the working of the law. Because — 
there were objections in detail, however, — 
he did not think there should bean entire 
abrogation of the system, nevertheless, it t 
was most desirable that the first opportu- © 
nity should be taken to remove those ob- 
jections. He believed an insolvent law to — 
be absolutely necessary. They had heard — 
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him it was almost inconceivable how such 
a law as thatalilowing the first execution 
creditor to absorb the whole estate could 
have remained unrepealed so long. In 
the interest of the creditor it was absolute- 
ly necessary that there should be an in- 
solvency system, and though in Quebec 
there was no preferential right in the first 
creditor, they would have no means of col« 
lecting debts due toan insolvent, and devo- 
ting them to the benefit of creditors with- 
out an assignment. Another great reason 


why the law should be continued was that | 


without it, it would be impossible to pun- 
ish the frauds which were constantly prac- 
ticed. It: might be remembered that when 
the measure was first brought up, many 
urged upon the House the passing of more 
stringent measures for punishing fraudu- 
lent debtors, but without success, and he 
believed the want of those measures had 
been the cause of very much of the dis. 
content respecting the Act. He held also 
that where a debtor had been unfortunate, 
but where there had been no trauds, he 
was entitled to be discharged. It might 
besaid that where the debtor was honest, 
the creditors would never refuse his dis- 
charge, but he could not agree with that 
view, for there might be dishonest credi- 
tors and those who had had to deal with 
these matters knew well that it was com. 
mon for creditors to try to obtain advan- 
tages over each other, He held there 
_ ought to be some independent tribunal 
which should have the right to discharge 
the honest debtor. From what had been 
said he thought it must be plain to all 
that a repeal of the law without any pro- 
vision for winding up estates already in- 
solvent would be almost impossible, and 
he believed that in a country such as this 
where credit existed to so great an extent, 
and where cases of insolvency were so 
frequent, some measure was absolutely 
necessary. 

Mr. WORKMAN agreed with the hon. 
gentleman who had just sat down that on 
such an important matter the Government 
ought to have indicated their policy. It 
was a question which affected so greatly the 
interests of the whole mercantile com. 
munity that it ought to receive from them 
a decided expression of opinion. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS: We have 
not had a chance. 

Mr. WORKMAN had had a good deal of 
experience in the working of the law. 
Since the amendments of 1869 the Act 
had been better understood. When a 
failure took plave an assignment was 
made, and the creditors met and took 
charge of the estate, and the matter was 
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managed with a great deal more economy 
and dispatch than under any other other 
system. The Boards of Trade of the Do- 
minion and of Montreal had petitioned 
against the repeal of the law, and their 
Views Ought to receive consideration, as 
they represent the views of the mercantile 
community. We were told that bad debts 
were much more prevalent than before 
the Act was passed, ‘That had not been 
his experience, and he might safely say 
that the percentage of bad debts was not 
more than one-half of what it was before 
the law came into force. The amount re- 
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| covered, also, was greater by from 25 to 50 


per cent. than formerly, Then an insolvent 
was independent of his creditors and 
could make any settlement he pleased 
and fraud was the result. This could not 
occur now as the creditors had the power 
of taking possession of the estate them- 
selves, and sifting it thoroughly. We 
were told by the mover of the present Bill 
that the law tends to promote immorality 
He believed that there was less demorali- 
zation of commerciai credit than there 
was before the law came into force. He 
knew there were some instances where 
men attempted to defraud their creditors. 
but we had every means of detecting and 
punishing them. ‘There were defects in 
the Bill which the Committee might re- 
medy. There was no_ satisfactory 
power to the Judge for the 
punishment of really dishonest debtors. 
He had never tound that where an honest 
statement was made the greatest consider- 
ation and kindness had not been shown, 
and a discharge given. Therefore, debtors 
had nothing to fear from any increased 
severity in the liw. It had been alleged 
that the expenses under the Act were so 
great that they swallowed up the estate. 
‘his had not been his experience. The 
law costs were not, in his opinion, one- 
tenth as great as before. He had merely 
stated his experience as a merchant, and 
he hoped that the law would be continued 
on the statute book. 

Mr. SCATCHERD said the member for 
Monireal Centre had spoken under the au- 
thority of the Board of Trade of Montreal, 
and he (Mr.Scatcherd) agreed that that gen- 
tleman could froin their standpoint, and 
from his standpoint as a merchant, speak 
in faver of the law. ‘They could look 
with iniifference at the loss they had 
caused in the rural districts by selling off 
the goods of an insolvent ab so cheap a 


rate that the buyers could _ still 
undersell honest and __ solvent 
dealers, thus causing their stock 


to be lefton their hands to the injury of 
trade. He contended that the Insolvency 
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Law had been in force long enough. He 
believed that it opened the way to fraud 
and that it was a matter of calculation 
with a man whether he should not take 
the benefit of the Act rather than pay his 
debts and he had never known a man to 
be punished for fraudulent practices under 
the Law. He thought it would tend to 
check such frauds if his debts were allowed 
to hang over him, and a discharge refused. 
He hoped the law would be repealed. 

Mr, FERGUSON was not surprised at 
the view taken by the member for Mon- 
treal Centre. The Law no doubt suited 
merchants and manufacturers—they have 
the advantage over all other creditors, 
as they took good care to get the best se- 
curity for their goods. If this Bill should 
be continued he thought a clause ought 
to be inserted, providing that in the 
investigation of an estate the whole of those 
securities should be taken into account, 
and all creditors equally dealt with. He 
believed that there was a great deai of 
fraud owing to the existence of this law, 
and the honest dealers in the country suf- 
fered in consequence. He had stated 
when the Bill came before the Legislature 
in 1864 that it was for the purpose of 
allowing men to avoid the payment 
of their honest debts. 
did not believe that any amendments 
would prove of service—the only remedy 
was to dispose of it at once and for ever. 
It robbed the public and disgraced those 
who had anything to do with it, and he 
hoped it would be struck off the statute 
book. He had confidence in the skill of 
the Ministers of Justice and Finance, and 
was quite sure that if the House declared 
the law a nuisance and an enemy to the 
country at large, they would before the 
session terminated, be prepared to bring 
down a Bill acceptable to all. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS did not rise to pro- 
tract the debate, though he thought the 
course suggested by the member for Peel 
the correct one. When the Bill was 
passed the best commercial and legal 
talent in the House was engaged in its 
preparation, and it would therefore be 
extremely impolitic in the present state 
of the House, when so many members 
were absent, to ask the House to pro- 
nounce an opinion upon so grave and im- 
portant a question, One reason for the 
absence of so many members arose from 
the fact that a great orator (Mr. Punshon) 


Insolvency 


was lecturing in the city, and it) 
was not to be wondered at _ that 
they had been tempted away 


from their seats. He would suggest that 
the debate should be postponed and that 
it should be made a special order of the 


Mr, Seatcherd. 


He. 
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day for some day next week. The House 
would then be full and the subject would 
receive that consideration which its im- 

ortance demands. . 

Mr. COLBY suggested that it should be 
made a special order for an earlier day, 
if possible to-morrow ( cries of ‘‘no, no, 

o on’’). 

Mr. oy AN (Montreal) said that when 
the matter was before the House last year 
he had voted in favor of the repeal of the 
law but he had since changed his opinion. 
He did not find that any petitions had 
been presented asking for the repeal, 
but on the contrary the Board of Trade 
of Montreal and the Dominion Board of 
Trade were in favor of its continuance 
with amendments and had forwarded 
petitions to that effect. The mem- 
ber for Stanstead had alluded to the 
petition of the Montreal Board of 
‘Trade and had tried to make the House 
believe that that Board did not represent 
the opinions of the commercial commu- 
nity of the city. He differed from him 
entirely. In Toronto also the Board of 
Trade had called a special meeting to dis- 
cuss the question, and there was but one 
opinion, that they did not consider it de- 
sirable that the law should be repealed 
although amendments were necessary. In 
view of these facts he felt justified in 
changing his vote on the question and 
out of deference to those Boards he had 
much pleasure in supporting the motion 
of the hon. member for Peel. 

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) regretted that 
the Government bad not pronounced their 
opinion on the question. He had listened 
to the arguments of the three legal gen- 
tlemen who had spoken, and though they 
all admitted that amendments were neces- 
sary, they differed in their views as to what 
those amendments should be,and this only 
confirmed his belief that the only course 
was an entire repeal of the Law. The Act 
of 1864 might have served a good purpose 
but he contended that no Insolvency Law 
should have a permanent place on the 
Statute Book, as it was only intended to 
meet exceptional cases when men through 
no fault of their own became insolvent, 
and in cases of that kind it might be judi- 
cious to provide some measure of relief. 
He believed the circumstances that had 
made necessary the Law of 1864 had ceased 
to exist. He thought at the time of the 
passing of the Act of 1869 that it would 
have worked well, and that the provision 
for the punishment of fraudulent debtors 
would have given general satisfaction, but 
after 4 years experience he considered it 
a tota | failure. The machinery was com- 
plicated, troublesome and expensive, and 
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the creditors instead of deriving the bene. | 


fit, found the estate absorbed between 
Sheriffs, Assignees, Inspectors, and other 
officials, called into existence by the law. 
The objection of the Solicitor General of 
Quebec, that there was no sufficient tri- 
bunal for the trial of insolvent cases was 
well founded; and it was one of the practi- 
cal difficulties met with in Western Can- 
ada, Viewing the matter from every 
standpoint and looking at its working in 
in the country, he was prepared to an- 
nounce that the Rill was exceedingly 
derogatory to the commercial morality of 
the country. lt was a scandal to the 
statute book, and he should vote for its 
repeal. If circumstances should arise and 
difficulties present themselves requiring 
a re-enactment of the law, the Legislature 
was always in existence to deal with the 
question. They heard on all sides that the 
country was prosperous, and such being 
the case, there was no present necessity 
for the law. He should vote against the 
motion of the hon. member for Peel, and 
would like a fair vote of the House on the 
question. If the House did not declare 
against the continuance of the law, he did 
not believe that many members who should 
vote in favour of its continuance would 
return after the elections. 


Mr. ROSS (Dundas), said the effect of the 
Insolvency Law had been to demoralize 
an important class of the community—the 
retail dealer. Hethought it had been 
the means of inducing many men who had 
good intentions to do business honestly, 
to involve themselves, and then take ad- 
vantage of the Law. If any measure should 
be introduced to meet the circumstances 
he would support it, but should now sup- 
port his hon. friend from Stanstead. 

Hon. Mr. SMITH hoped a division would 
not be taken tosnight, as many members 
were out of their seats. He therefore 
moved, seconded by Mr. YUUNG, that the 
debate be adjourned,—Carried. 

The House adjourned at 10 o’clock. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, 25th April, 1872. 


‘The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 


o'clock. 
PETITIONS. 


Hon. Mr, SANBORN favorably reported, 
from Committee on Standing Orders and 
Private Bills on following petitions :— 


Of W. H. Gault and others of the City | Engineers, 


of Montreal, praying to be incorporated 
as “The Exchange Bank.’’ 
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Of the British American Assurance Com- 
| pany ; praving for the passing of an Act 
to alter and amend their Act of incorpora- 
tion in certain particulars. 

Of the Great Western Railway Com- 
pany ; praying that the restrictions of the 
one hundred and thirty-first clause of 
the Railway Act may be modified,and that 
the power of loaning and guaranteeing 
may be defined. 

Of H. S. Howland and others, of the 
City of Toronto, praying to be incorpo- 
rated as the ‘Pacific Junction Bridge Com- 
pany,’’ for the purpose of constructing a 
Railway or other Bridge over the river Ste. 
Marie, near the Sault Ste. Marie. 

Of the Caughnawaga Ship Canal Com- 
pany, praying for the amendment of the 
Act of Incorporation. 


Laws. 


BAY VERTE CANAL. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY asked the Govern- 
ment whether the Report of the Survey of 
a Canal to unite the waters of the Gulf of 
Saint Lawrence with the Bay of Fundy 
wil! be submitted to Parliament, and 
when? 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that it 
would be presented during the present 
session. The Engineers, who had been 
directed to report on the Canal unfortu- 
nately fell ill, and the report was conse- 
quently delayed. It was now under con- 
sideration of Mr. Page, and would be laid 
before Parliament as soon as possible. 


WELLAND CANAL. 


Hon. Mr. B.INSON said that simce he 
had given not ce of bis enquiry with re- 
spect to the supply of water for the Welx 
land Canal, he found there was an item 
already in the Estimates. It was, how- 
ever, very desirable to know whit action 
the government intended to take in con- 
nection with this matter, for the parties 
interested were very anxious on the sub- 
ject. Two yropositions for remedying 
existing difficulties were before the gov- 
ernment, and he hoped they would soon 
be in a position to state their decision. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that his 
hon. friend had seen there was an item in 
the estimates, and consequently his en- 
quiry was answered. It was the wish 
of the government to expend] the money 
| so that the object desired might be ac- 

complished ihis season. The two plans 
proposed for increasing the supply of 
water had been reported upon by the 
and elaborate reports in con- 
| nection therewith were now before the 
Board of Wor'ss, but he did not know what 
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conclusion would be arrived at by the De- 
partment. 


Questions by 


FISHERIES. 


Hon. Mr. MITCHELL laid on the table 
the Annual Report of the Department of 
Marine and Fisheries. 

{he House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuurspay, 25th April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
p.m. 


[COMMONS:] 


ROUTINE. 


A number of petitions were presented 
and read. 

The Committee on Privileges and Elec. 
tions Report relative to the Marquette 
(Manitoba) election was read. It was the 
opinion of the Committee that, there 
being an equal number of votes, both 
Mr. Angus McKay and Mr. Jas. S. Lynch 
should have been returned as elected, 
The Committee had adjourned until the 
morrow. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD sub. 
mitted. He also stated that the Report 
on the Fisheries was of such a nature that 
it could not be submitted without preju- - 
dice to the public service. The Govern- 
ment extremely regretted that they could 
not bring down the papers; but in doing 
so there might be cause of embarrassment 
between the Imperial and Dominion Go- 
vernments, which he (Sir John) should 
regret. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER submitted the report 
of the Department of Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Hon. JOHN H. CAMERON moved that 
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery be 
ordered to attend at the Bar of the House 
to make, in accordance with the sugges. | 
tion of the Committée, the election return | 
of Marquette (Manitoba) a double re- 
turn. 

(Dr, Lynch momentarily took his seat | 
and withdrew.) 


QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS. 


Mr. RYAN, (Montreal West,)—Whe- | 
ther the Government has taken any steps | 
to have the Imperial Copyright Act re | 
pealed, if not, whether they intend to 
take such action as to have the same re- 
pealed, as it bears most unjustly upon the | 
inhabitants of the Dominion ? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—The Gov- 
ernment had _ strongly remonstrated 
agiinst the Imperial Copyright Act, but 
had not taken any steps to obtain its re- | 


Hox, Mr. Campbdeil, 
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peal, although the most active’ measures, 
otherwise, had been taken to obtain a 
change. Lord Macaulay, sensible of the 
injustice of the act towards the colonies, 
had urged its repeal and there were hopes 
that we should ultimately succeed. 

Hon. Mr. McKEAGNEY,— Whether it 
be the intention of Government to make 
provision inthe Estimates for cutting a 
canal through the portage which sepa- 
rates the waters of the East Bay, Bras 
D’or Lake from those of Sydney Harbor, 
or totake any steps for the purpose of 
accomplishing said worx, which taken in 
connection with St. Peter’s Canal would 
be of vast importance to trade and navi- 
gation generally ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the en- 
gineer appointed to examine the St. 
Peter’s Canal would give his attention to 
this matter also. 

Hon. Mr. McKEAGNEY,—Whether it 
is the intention of Government to make 
provision for the construction of a Ma- 
rine Hospital at the port of Sydney, 
Cape Breton, now so urgently required by 
the increasing trade and shipping in that 
locality ? 

Hon, Dr. TUPPER—The Government 
had provided for a Marine Hos- 
pital at Sydney, Cape Breton. 

Hon. Mr. MoKEAGNEY,—Whether it 
be the intention of the Government to 
make provision in the Estimates for the 


Members 


| construction of a Lighthouse at Gabrus - 


Harbour, Cape Breton, now so much re- 
quired for the purpose of protecting the 


_ large interest engaged in navigation and 
_ shipping along the Southern coast of Cape 


Breton ? 
Hon. Dr. T[UPPER—It is not the inten- 


_ tion of the Government to do so, 


Mr. FOURNIER,—-Whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government to complete 
the lot of land necessary for the construc- 
tion of the Post Office now in course of 
erection in Quebec, by purchasing from 
the Hon. Henry Black, his property which 
adjoins the said Post Office ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN.—The matter is 
under the consideration of the Govern- 
ment. / 


Mr. STEPHENSON,—Whether it is the 
intention of the Government in view of 
the increased Revenue of the Dominion, 
to introduce a measure to totally abolish 
or further reduce the rates of postage on 
newspapers printed and circulated within 
the Dominion of Canada ? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS.—It is not. 
‘he Post Office expenditure is largely in 
excess of the Xevenue. 

Mr. DELORME (St. 


Hyacinthe) — 
Whether it is theintention 


of the Govern- 


~ 


ing the Grenville Canal, 
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ment to bring down a measure to facili-. 
tate the incorporation of the different 
Boards of Trade of the Dominion, now 
applying, or which may hereafter apply 
for an Act of Incorporation ? 

Hon. Sir JOAN A. MACDONALD,—It 
is not. Any Board of Trade can obtain an 
Act of Incorpo:ation without difficulty. 


Grenville 


Mr, THOM¥YSON, (Cariboo)—Whether* 


it is the intention oi the Government to 
assimilate, during the present year, the 
Postal arrangements in British Columbia 
to those in the other Provinces, by extend- 
ing the Money Order System to that Pro- 
vince where Post Office Orders are now 
only issued on Great Britain ? | 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it was 
the intention of the Postmaster General 
to send a Post Office Inspector to British 
Columbia, and on his report action would 
be taken. 


Hon. Mr. HUTCHINSON, in moving 
for a Return of all officers pensioned since 
the 1st July last, complained of the man. 
ner in which the Act had been put in 
force in New Brunswick. An old man who 
had been appointed to an office in his Dis- 
trict had received a pension of $400 after 
four years service, and a_ brother of the 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries had been 
appointed in his place, He complained 
of the manner in which the patronage 
was dispensed in that Province. Nothing 
could be done without the intervention 
of the Minister of Marine, and whenever 
he sought information in any of the De- 
partments he was always met with the an- 
swer, “Go to the Minister of Marine ”’ 
(laughter.) As there was another motion 
on the paper with regard to the Superan- 
nuation Act he would allow his to drop, 
reserving further remarks until the other 
motion came up. ; 


GRENVILLE CANAL. 


Mr. METCALFE, in moving for copies 
of tenders sent in for repairing or enlarg. 
remarked that 
it had been said that there was some irre- 
gularity in the letting of the contract. It 
had been usual with parties, many of whom 
knew little or nothing about the con- 
struction of such works, to give in several 
Tenders under different names for the same 
contract, and if it turned out that there 
were lower tenders the parties were 
bought off in some way, and the contract 
secured. In England, where a contractor 
was known tobe interested in several 
Tenders, the whole were thrown out, and 
he thought the same system should, be 
adopted here. ‘The motion was carried. 

Mr. McDOUGALL (South Renfrew) 


10 
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moved for copies of Instructions, 
Correspondence, &., respecting certain 
divisions of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Survey. He stated, with reference to the 
Divisions in his part of the country, that 
there had been great mismanagement and 
unnecessary expense, and thought that 
the country should know who had been 
the cause of such mismanagement. In 
the Ottawa Valley it was well known that 
the laboring men, axemen, &c., who had 
been engaged were unfit for the service 
and the Commissariat had been neglected. 
When the men had gone about 100 miles 
of their journey they had been obliged to 
wait for nearly a month so that they 
might get the provisions ab- 
solutely necessary for them, 
and when they did arrive it was found 
that a large amount was useless. For in: 
stance, three barrels of flour to 100 bar- 
rels of sugar had been sent, and 30 yards 
of sticking plaster for forty men (laugh- 
ter). He alluded to the dismissal of the 
Engineer on Division C, and thought that 
the result of the investigation into his 
case should be laid before the country. 
He presumed that that gentleman had no 
other means of su; porting himself except 
by his professional labor, and as stains 
might now attach to him, 1t was only right 
that the report should be before the House, 
in order that he might be cleared, if not 
guilty of neglect. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said there was no 
objection to the motion. In answer to the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman, he 
would’say that in these surveys, as well as 
in all others of such an extent, some mis- 
management would occur ; but taking the 
whole extent of the survey, everything 
had been done that could be done. A 
proper survey had been made within the 
time fixed by the Act. The honourable 
gentleman might have been wrongly in- 
formed as to the mismanagement; but, at 
all events, the 30 yards of sticking 
plaster would not amount to much. The 
papers would be brought down. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE desired to ask 
the Minister of Public Works whether he 
intended to place any general report of 
the progress of this survey on the table 
before taking any action with regard to 
the Pacific Railway? He thought it im- 
portant that the House should have the 
information before going into the discus- 
elon of the subject. 


Hon. Me. LANGEVIN replied that it 
was the intention of the Government to 
lay the report before the House as soon as 
possible. 


Canal. 


147 Intercolonial 


GAUGES OF INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY, 


Mr. BODWELL in moving that the 
House go into committee to consider a 
Resolution declaring it desirable {to adopt 
the 4 feet 84 inch gauge in the construc- 
tion of the Intercolonial Railway, said that 
he did not make the motion from any feel. 
ing of hostility to the enterprise, but in the 
interests of the country. He did not pro- 
pose to discuss the subject of the location 
of the road, or refer to the unsurpassed 
folly in selecting the North Shore route, 
but as the road was to be built, he thought 
it should be completed in the most sat- 
isfactory manner possible. It would be 
remembered that when the question 
of the gauze of the Intercolonial 


Railway was brought before the House on 


a former occasion, a large number of mem- 
bers were in favor of five feet six inches, 


im preference to four feet eight and a half 
he believed that after careful 


inches, but 
consideration a majority of the House 


would now come to the conclusion that in| 
the interests of the country it would be 


better to adopt the narrow gauge. The 


Railways in the United States were nearly 


all built with a giuge of four feet eight 
and a half inches. ‘he Great Western 
Railway, and miny other Railways in Ca. 
da, had seen fit to adopt a narrow gauge, 
and the Government had determined, as 
announced last Session, to construct the 
Pacific Railway on that principle. When 
Railways confined their rolling stock to 
their ownroadsas formerly, it did not 


matter so much, but now it was) quite 


common to allow the rolling stock of one 
road to pass over another, in order to save 
the necessity of breaking bulk. He 
thought it desirable that our roads should 
be so constructed that we might take ad- 
vantage of the connection which we ex- 
pect to have with other Railways. If the 
dreams of some were ever to be realized, 
that not only local traffic, but the trade of 
China and other countries in the Hast 
with Europe, would follow our route 


from the Pacific to the Atlantic, it 
was most desirable that the Interco- 
lonial road should be constructed, 


so that freight might go through without 
breaking bulk. The argument would be 
used that the Grand Trunk Railway was 
built on the five feet six inch gauge, and 
that that would be an obstruction. Butat 
the last meeting of the Grand Trunk 
Shareholders the question was brought up, 


and the remarks of the President 
of that Railway went very 
strongly in favor of changing 


the gauge 80 as to correspond with other 
railways on this continent. The only 


Ar, Bodwelt. 
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difficulty to prevent it would be the large 
expense. It might be said that a change 


on the Intercolonial Railway in the present 
state of the work would involve an in- 
creased expenditure, but he apprehended 
that the additional expense would be 
more than counterbalanced by the saving 
that would be effected in constructing the 
remainder of the road for a narrow gauge. 
Viewing the matter in this light he 
thought it desirable that a movement 
should be made now, in the infancy of the 
work, to build the railway on the proper 
gauge, He hoped that in considering this 
question the House would set aside every 
consideration except that of the best — 
interests of the country. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the 
honorable mover of the motion had not, 
in his opinion, stated any good reason why 
this change should take place. He con- 
siders achange of gauge necessary be- 
cause the general gauge of railways on 
this continent is 4 ft. 84 inches. If we 
had to build anew our railways he (Mr. 
Langevin could agree with him that we 
should adopt the general gauge of the 
continent, But the great railway of this — 
country, the Grand ‘Trunk Railway, has a 
gauge of 5 ft.6 in., and the honorable 
gentleman has not shown us that 
that railway company is_ ready 
to change the gauge of that railway, or 
that they have the means of doing s0. He 
knows that the expense involved in that 
change would be very great, and he knows J 
fully, and the country knows, that the 
Grand Trunk are not disposed now to 
make the change, and have not the means — 
at their disposal. If Parliament were to — 
adopt the suggestion of the honorable — 
member, what would be the consequence 24 
We should have the Grand Trunk, the — 
great highway of Canada, with a gauge of | 
5 feet 6, and the Intercolonial 4 feet 8h. 
What advantage would be found in a 
change of that kind? It would cause — 
great delay and endless trouble and an- 
noyance at Riviere du Loup, where pas- — 
sengers would have to change, and freight 
to be transhipped. He (Mr. Langevin) did — 
not see any advantage in such a change. © 
The honorable gentleman had forgotten — 
that all the railwaysjin the Lower Provinces — 
running in connection with the Inter- — 
colonial had‘ the broad gauge, and that 
therefore the result of the change pro- 
posed would be to compel a change of 
passengers and freight at Moncton, Wind- 
sor, and Truro. The Windsor and 
Annapolis Railway, also a connec 
tion of the Interevlonial, had the broad 
gauge, and the members from the Lower 7 
Provimces knew that that railway was not 


149 Intercoloniail 


in a position to change its gauge. ‘The 
European and North American Railway, 
running from Shediac to St. John, would 
have to, be cut in two, as that portion of it 
between Monckton and Truro would form 
part of the Intercolonial. The honorable 
gentleman would say that the Government 
would put a third rail on that portion of 


the road, and also from Truro to Halifax; | 


but he must remember that sucha change 
would cost about $350,000, and he should 
reflect on this. It was expected that by 
the Ist September next the line from 
Halifax to St. John would be completed— 
that is to say, that the Intercolonial from 
Truro to Amherst would be in working 
order. Butif the motion of the honor- 
able gentleman prevailed all the work on 
that portion of the line, between ‘Truro 
and Amherst would have to be stopped, 
because we should require new cars and 
engines for ballasting the line, those now 
in use being broad gauge. Besides, it 
must be remembered that a large quantity 
of the rolling stock for the line is now 
being completed, and that some of it, in 
fact, has been delivered already. He 
(Mr. Langevin) was informed that the 
change of gauge of those railways in Nova 
Scotia and New Brunswick, and the rolling 
stock, would cost over a million of dollars, 
It had not been shown that a gauge of 5 
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. Mr. SHANLY said he had always been 
in favor of the four feet eight and a half 
gauge. He thought that when the mat- 
ter was before the House last year the 
Government hada good opportunity of 
assisting the broad gauge lines of Western 
Canada to change by taking their rolling 
stock, which was a matter of very great 
consequence. if before contracts had 
been given for the construction of rolling 
stock for the Intercolonial Government 
had entered into negotiations with the 
Grand ‘Trunk and*other broad gauge lines 
they could have enabled those lines to 
bring their gauge down to the narrow, 
which must come about at some time or 
other. He did not advocate the narrow 
gauge for its mechanical merits, but simply 
because it was the gauge of the continent, 
and he believed the loss sustained during 
the last 14 years by broad gauge line was 
much greater in amount than would be 
the whole cost of changing the gauge of 
these lines. But although he held this 
opinion he believed that to change the 
gauge of the Intercolonial now, after im- 
mense contracts had been entered into, 
would only increase the blunder. In years 
to come when the rolling stock should be 
worn out, there would be another oppor- 
tunity of buying up the present rolling 
stock of the wide gauge lines of the West 


and also enabling them to change to the 
narrow, as without such aid as this it 
would be impossible for the Grand Trunk 
and other lines to change. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that al- 
though the remarks of the member for 


feet 3 would not be better than 4; feet 8}. 
Those who were obliged to give their at- 
tention to matters of this kind know that 
‘it was more by accident than otherwise 
that the gauge was fixed at 4 feet 83; and 
engineers say that their experience has 


convinced them that if a gauge had to be 
selected for a railway to-day, they would 
not select 5 feet 6 or 4 feet 84, but prob- 
ably 5 feet 3. Under these circumstances, 


Grenville had the greatest weight he 
thought they contained one fallacy. That 
member seemed to contemplate that all 
the rolling stock would wear out on one 
particular day, whereas there would be 


‘and taking into consideration the follow- 
ing facts that all our railways in the Lower 
Previnces, the Grand Trunk Railway, and 


constant wearing out, and consequently 
there would have to be constant replace- 


the connections with the Intercolonial 
Railway were all on the broad gauge, that 
the cost of changing the gauge of our 
railways in the Maritime Provinces would 
incur an expenditure of over a million 
dollars ; that the Intercolonial would be 
delayed at least a year, and that it would 
cost a large sum of money to the country, 
he did not think that it was in the inter- 
ests of the Dominion to make the pro- 
posed change. The time for fixing the 
gauge was when the Act authorizing the 
construction of the railway was passed. 
That Act fixed the gauge at 5 feet 6, and 
the Government have carried out that 
provision. ‘To change now would cost so 
much money that the House should pause 
before agreeing to the motion of the 
honorable gentleman, 


ment. 

Mr. SHANLY said what he had intended 
was, that if last year Government had de- 
cided to have nonew stock for the Inter- 
colonial, but to purchase that of the West- 
ern broad gauge lines, those lines could 
have changed their gauge, but that with 
immense contracts for newstock in hand, 
he did not think it advisable that the 
gauge should be changed. . 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that though 
there might be something in that the 
question now resolved itself into this. The 
hon. member contemplated as an inevit- 
able necessity of the continental system 
the abrogation of the broad, and the 
adoption of the narrow gauge, though it 
might be a question of time, but would it 
not be better to face the necessity now? 


151 Intercolonial 
The question was not a political one, but 
should be discussed carefully and on its 
merits. Not one fourth part of the 
roliing stock which would be_ neces- 
sary was yet constructed, and therefore 
though a large amount had been expend- 
ed, would it not be better to stop further 
expenditure until the matter was definite- 
ly settled? As to the difficulty alluded to 
by the Minister of Public Works that a 
narrow gauge would necessitate a trans- 
shipment at Windsor, that was a matter 
of no weight, for there was already the 
same difficulty on the Grand Trunk. Every 
one knew the immense advantage derived 
from the New York Central, the Great 
Western, the Michigan Centra] and other 
lines, having a uniform gauge, the result 
of which was that cars from. Hamilton 
could be seen west of St. Paul. He had 
understood the Minister of Public Works 
to intimate that the Pacific Railway would 
be built on the narrow gauge. That road 
would have to connect with roads in On- 
tario and Quebec, and must, to form a 
great trans-continental line, have some 
Atlantic terminus, which could not be 
done unless the gauge of the Intercolonial 
were changed. There was a project to 
build a road from Quebec to Ottawa, to 
join ultimately the Pacific, and that road 
would doubtless be on the narrow gauge. 
It was intended also to construct a bridge 
over the St. Lawrence at Quebec, and with 
this accomplished there would only be 
some 140.uiles of the Grand Trunk before 
the Intercolonial was reached at Riviere 
du Loup, and with this distance changed 
to the narrow gauge they would have if 
the resolution were carried out a continu- 


ous narrow gauge line from east 
to west. As to changing « the 
Government roads in the Maritime 


Provinces he thought thesum of $1,000,- 
000 named by ihe Minister of Public 
Works as necessary for that purpose 
must be a great exaggeration. The only 
difficulty in the matter seemed t» be the 
interposition of the Grand Trunk, and the 
fact of that line not being in a financial 
position to change its gauge. He be- 
lieved overtures had been made to the 
Government to assist them to effect that 
change, but in the present state of the 
indebtedness of that line to the country, 
the country would scarcely be disposed to 
lend the money required for a change of 
gauge. He thought it questionable whe- 
ther it was not, after all, the wisest course 
to adopt that measure at once which the 
member for Grenville, the highest author- 
ity in the House, considered an inevitable 
necessity at an early day. 

Mr. SHANLY had not heard what the 


Hon. Mr. Mackenzie. 
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Minister of Public Works had said of 
the cost of changing the gauge of the 
lines in the Lower Provinces but thought 
$1,000,000 might very easily be used in 
such a work. 


might Le considered presumption in him 
to speak after the member for Grenville, 
but he had given great consideration to 


- 
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Mr, WORKMAN (Montreal) said it 


the matter. He was decidedly in favor 
of the narrow gauge principle. He men- 
tioned the Great Western, the Ohio and 
Mississippi, and the Erie Railways, as in- 
stances of the great good resulting from 
the broad gauge having been changed. It 
was almost universally «dmitted that the 
narrow gauge would have to be ultimately 
adopted, and therefore the sooner it was — 
done the better: He had listened with — 
great attention to the Minister of Public © 
Works, who had made out a very good 
case, and had almost convinced him, but — 
still he thought it would be best to meet — 
the matter at once. He had heard that — 
what rolling stock had been constructed, — 
had been done in such a way that it could — 
be adapted to the narrow gauge with very — 
little expense, and if such was the case a 
ereat difficulty would be removed. He ~ 
believed on good authority that the great — 
weight of the cars and locomotive used — 
on the Grand Trunk occasioned immense ~ 
wear end tear, and he believed the delays - 
and accidents now so frequent would be 
to a great exsent avoided under a narrow — 
gauge system. He trusted the question 
would receive the careful consideration of © 
the House, and though serious expendi. — 
ture might be involved, yet he understood — 
only some twenty miles of line had yet 
been laid. If the line were to furm a part 
in a continuous system from Halifax to 
Vancouver’s Island, the gauge must be ~ 
narrow. 


Mr. MAGILL said that the narrow gauge — 
had almost carried in the House last Ses- - 
sion, and the member for Grenville now — 
stated it to be the gauge of the continent, — 
and this being so he considered it would — 
be much easier to change now when the 
road was only partially coustructed than 
when it should be completed. He also ~ 
referred to the Great Western as an 4ar- 
gument in favor of narrow gauge. He © 
hoped the Government would not be — 
frightened at the expense, but would — 
yield to the imperative desire of the — 
country. It was comparatively a small 
matter to narrow a gauge. The Grand 
Trunk would change theirs if they could, 
and the time would arrive when they 
would do so. He hoped the motion would 
pass. % 
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Hon. Mr. HUWE admitted that the ar- 
gument of the member for Grenville, in 
favor of narrow gauge was unanswerable, 
and if there were no difficulties there 
would be no difference of opinion, but a 
change in the gauge of the Intercolonial 
would be a gross breach of faith and honor 
with the Maritime rrovinces, In_ those 
Provinces the roads were broad gauge, and 
a different gauge on the Intercolonial 
would deprive Nova Scotia and New Bruns- 
wick of all benefit from that line. 

Hon. Mr. BOLTON thought the impor- 
tance of the matter, justifiedja full discvs- 
sion, He had listened with great pleasnre 
to the statement of the Minister of Public 
Works, whose arguments were very strong 
and almost convincing,—but that hon. 
gentleman had overlooked the value of 
the Railway connection between Halifax 
and the United States. It was only a 
question of time as to the broad gauge 
lines being narrowed, and before the 
Intercolonial was complete there would be 
a narrow gauge line into St. John. The 
broad gauge stock constructed for the 
Intercolonial could very well be usea on 
the present broad gauge lines and he 
should therefore support the motion on 
the ground of economy as well} as expe- 
diency. 

Mr. STREET thought it unfortunate 
that the narrow gauge had not been 
adopted in the first instances of Railway 
construction, but he did not see how it 
would be possible with prudence to dis 
turb the gauge of the Intercolonial, con- 
sidering the great difficulties in the way 
of doing so. Contracts were already heavy, 
and the Government would have to keep 
them no matter what advantage there 
might be in a change,—then a 
very large expenditure would be 
mecessary to change the gauge 
of the roads in the Lower 
Provinces, and he did not think they 
should be prepared to throw upon the 
country the great burden of these ex 
penses. The Grand Trunk would hare to 
form a portion of the communication, and 
there was no reason to believe that that 
Company would change their gauge, fdr 
their means would not admit of their 
doing so; and certainly he did not think 
Parliament was prepared to help them to 
dosa. For these reasons he was not in 
favor of the motion. 

Mr. WALSH said the question 
presentel itself to his mind in 
two aspects—convenience and economy. 
Most of the gentlemen who had spoken 
had referred to the great advantage cf 
lines connecting with each other having a 
unifurm gauge, and consequently he 
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thought the Intercolonial should be uni- 
form in gauge with those lines with which 
it connected. It connected at every point 
with broad gauge lines, and therefore on ~ 
the ground of convenience it also should 
be broad. It had also been forcibly point- 
ed out that if the Intercolonial were 
broad gauge the Lower Provinces would 
have a uniform gauge from east to west, 
whereas otherwise there would have to be 
a breakage at each end of the Inter- 
colonial, and therefore, on the ground of 
convenience, the broad gauge should be 
adhered to. As to the question of econo- 
my the House would remember that the 
contracts had been let out on the principle 
of jump sums, and therefore, as the con- 
tractor would be entitled to that lump 
sum whether a broad or narrow line 
were built, a change would not save 
one dollar on the contracts. Then, again, 
a large number of platform and box cars 
had been constructed which could not be 
changed, and therefore a change would 
involve the loss of the whole cost of their 
construction. As to locomotives, forty 
were under contract; but after the vote of 
last year, instructions had been given that 
they should be so built as to be capable of 
change when necessary. He considered, 
under these circumstances, that they 
would not consult the convenience of the 
trade and commerce of the country by 
changing the gauge at the present time, 
while nothing would be saved in construct: 
ing the line, but the additional cost of 
changing the stock would be incurred. 
Taking into account the character of the 
countzy through which the line would 
pass, and the obstacles it would encounter 
in winter, he could not admit that the 
narrow gauge would be the more suitable. 
He referred to the fact that during the 
past winter the St. Lawrence and Ottawa, 
a nerrow gauge line, had often been 
blocked by snow, while the Brockville 
and Ottawa, a broad gauge, had remained 
unobstructed, though he would not state 
that this was altogether on account of the 
difference of gauge. He thought that 
econcmy and convenience required that 
the old gauge should be adhered to, 
though wben the time came that the 
Grand Trunk should change its gauge, the 
Intercolonial might be changed also. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL, (Lanark) was 
very glad the question was again before 
the House, though he scarcely expected 
the resolution would be confirmed. As 
to the broad gauge lines encountering the 
winter season better than the narrow gauge 
lines such an idea had proved to be pure- 
ly imaginary. He thought the matter 
should be thoroughly investigated as to 
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which gauge was best, and the House 
would then be better able to decide 
whether the change should be made, and 
he would desire to have the matter re- 
ferred to a committee of the House 
which could examine Engineers and Rail- 
way Managers, and ascertain the true facts 
ot the matter. 
of the last speaker that a broad gauge 
was more suitable to overcome the diffi 
culties occasioned by snow, was met by 
his admission that the gauge would ul- 
timately have to be narrow, for certainly 
time would not change the snow, and he 
believed the narrow gauge was equally able 
to contend against snow with the broad 
gauge for the increased breadth and con- 
sequent increased resistance, entirely 
counterbalanced any increase of motion 
power. ‘To him the question seemed 
a large one, involving a great outlay 
ot money, and the public interest 
would be best served by’ a thorough 
examination. As to the argument that 
the Grand Trunk, being a broad gauge, 
required that the Intercolonial should be 
so also, he could not see its force, for he 


apprehended each road would have to | 


use its own rolling stock and if so there 
might as well be a transfer from a broad 
to a narrow gauge caras from one broad 
gauge car to another. As to the cars al« 
ready constructed he agreed with the 
suggestion that they could be used on 
Other Government broad gauge roads. 
The whole question was one for investi- 
gation, calculation, and decision on evi- 
dence, and the House was not in a_ posi- 
tion to decide the matter now. It would 
be very awkward if, in some years to 
come, it was found that in the face of the 
whole experience of the railways of 
America and Western Canada the House 
had continued a construction of a gauge 
altogether inferior and more expensive. 
He had great confidence in private rail- 
ways and he hoped that the House would 
not deal with the question on party 
grounds, and that Government would not 
adhere to their previous ‘decision if 
full enquiry should result in a decision in 
favour of a narrow gauge. 

Hon. Mr. BLANCHET said his indivi. 
dual opinion was in favour of the varrow 
gauge, but he could not take the respon- 
sibility of involving the country in so great 
an expense as was implied in a change of 
gauge under present circumstances. More. 
over he could not admit that the narrow 
giuge was the gauge of the continent. 
The railways of the Northern States had a 
wide gauge, and those of the Southern 
States had generally the same gauge. 

It being six o’clock the House rose. 


Hon, Mr, McDougail. 
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AFTER RECESS. 


INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


The House resumed the adjourned de- 
bate on the proposed motion of Mr. Colby 
for the second reading of the Act to re- 
peal the Insolvency Laws, and the motion 
of the Hon. Mr, Cameron (Peel), in amend- 
ment thereto. 

Mr. MAGILL said he was in favour of 
the repealof the Insolvency Law. After 
an experience in business, extending over 
a period of thirty-one years, it was his 
candid opinion that the law tended to 
demoralize honest traders and worked to 
to the advantage of the dishonest and 
fraudulent. Men should be made to feel 
the responsibility of their obligations, and 
not be allowed to fall back upon the 
Insolvency Law. He thought that any 
man who cculd show an honest record 
would be liberally dealt with by his 
creditors. He was satisfied that every 
honest trader was in favor of the repeal of 
the law, and he would hold every man 
responsible for the obligations he entered 
into. 

Mr. SCRIVER, from experience, had 
arrived at the conclusien that the law in 
force had a great many imperfections. He 
had seen many instances in which estates, 
when wound up, had not produced the 
satisfactory results hoped for, but, at the 
same time, he thought an insolvency law 
was necessary in order that creditors 
should be protected. Should the law be 
repealed altogether, the fortunate credit- 
or who might happen to be on the spot 
would get the lion’s share, and the others 
would have to take what they could get. 
The hon mover of the motion had in ef- 
fect acknowledged chat such a measure 
was judicious and proper. He would have 
preferred having the bill referred to 
a select committee, in the belief that they 
would be more likely to get a report than 
from a committee having so much buz3i- 
ness as that of Banking and Commerce. 
He would preter seeing the law amended 
in some particulars, but would not sup- 
pen rhe motion of the member for Stan- 
stead. 


Mr. YOUNG remembered something of 
the state of things prevailing throughout 
Ontario before the present law, those 
were the days of preferential assignments 
when a single creditor seized the whole of 
the goods. He thought the motion was 
altogether too sweeping,—they should en- 
deavor to correct the errors in the law, 
but not reject the principle altogether. 
One honorable gentleman had stated that 
cases of insolvency were increasing rapidly, 
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and where there were five hundred insol- 
vents before the passing of the law there 
are a thousand now, but the honorable 
gentleman must have drawn on his imagin- 
ation, as there were only three hundred 
mnsolvents gazetted last year, and for the 
quarter ended 31st March last there were 
only 114 against 133 for the same period 
last year. He attributed many of the 
failures, not. to dishonesty on the 
part of debtors, but to the lax manner in 
which importers conducted their business. 
He thought the law had had the effect of 
restricting credit, and causing more cash 
transactions. Unless an Insolvent could 
pay 50cts in the dollar, he could not get a 
discharge for three years, and if he could 
pay 75cts in thedollar he could get his dis- 
charge in one year, so that the tendency of, 
the law was to induce a man to take advan- 
tage of the Insolvency Court while his 
estate would give a dividend to his credi- 
tors, instead of struggling along until it 
was eaten up altogether. The argument 
had generally been in favour of amending 
the law instead of repealing it, and many 
members who last year voted for the re- 
peal would support the Bill this year. 
With one exception, not a petition in 
favour of repeal had been laid on the 
table. He thought the Government should 
have stated their views, and the side they 
intended to take in the matter. If the 


law was repealed, the table would, in less | 
_ than a year be flooded with petitions for 


its re-enactment. It should be remember- 
ed that the measure expires next year, 
and he could not see that anything would 
be gained by putting an end to it this 
session. It should at least have a fair 
trial so that they could see its effect. He 
trusted the Bill of the hon. member for 


Stanstead would not. pass, but that it 


would be referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce, or fother means 
taken to introduce those amendments 
which time and experience had shown to 
be necessary. 

Mr. BELLEROSE considered a 
bankruptcy law necessary, but the pre. 


he moved that the debate be adjourned to 
the 9th May. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK thought the In- 
solvency Act as at present encourages 
fraud. Wholesale merchants send out 
their agents who force their wares on 
country dealers, thus overstocking them, 
the result being in many cases a bankrupt 
stock, which «loes not trouble the whole- 
sale dealer very much, as he is sure of 
getting his share, while the honest and 
solvent trader is injured by the sale 

of the bankrupt stock at reduced rates, 
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He was perplexed as to how his vote 
shoul be given, but on consideration he 
had arrived at the conclusion that the 
present law was unacceptable to the 
country. He should therefore vote for the 
motion of the hon. member for Stanstead ; 
but while he should vote for the second 
reading, he did not wish it to be under- 
oa that he was opposed to all insolvency 
aWws. 

Mr. McDONALD (Antigonish) did not 
hesitate to say that the law, as it now 
stands, is superior in many respects to 
the English law, Many who were opposed 
to it last year were in favor of it this 
year. If the law was repealed, every man 
whose solvency was doubted would be 
pounced upon by his creditors, and in 
many cases one creditor would’ get the 
whole of the estate. He believed that 
every country desirous of promoting pros- 
perity should hive a bankruptcy law. The 
Bill had been in operation im Nova. 
Scotia during the past two years, and in 
the constituency he represented there 
had not been one single case of bank- 
ruptcy, and in no case which had come 
under his notice had it been shown that 
the parties were guilty of fraud. He 
would vote against the motion of the 
hon. member for Stanstead, but would 
vote for any Bill that would amend the 
objectionable clauses of the present law. 

Mr. LANGLOIS explained the Lower 
Canada law in respect to the winding up 
of insolvent estates. He feared that if 
the Bill was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Commerce no return 
would be made this session. He hoped 
his hon. friend the member for Laval 
would withdraw his motion. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE did not intend 
to discuss the particulars of the Bill fur- 
ther, but he thought that putting it off 
for a fortnight was practically killing it, 
and he would ask honorable gentlemen 
who were opposed to the measure to take 
a vote upon it. The sense of the House 
had been tested last session when a ma- 
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| jority gave an opinion in favor of the mea- 
sent law required many amendments, and | sure now before the House, and he be- 


lieved that if members voted according to 
their convictions the same opinion would 
now prevail. The proposal of the honor- 
able member for Peel was simply to kill 
the bill, and it would be much better to 
take a direct negative vote than to make 
an amendment that said practically that 
the bill of the member for Stanstead was 
one that ought not to pass. Some legis- 
lation might be necessary, either by this 
House or the Local Legislature, in order 
to give eftect to some more equitable 
mode of effecting the distribution of 
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bankrupt estates. That question would 
have to be met either here or there, but 
he did not think that a sufficient reason 
for refusing to repeal the present bank- 
ruptcy laws. That could be provided for 
when the difficulty arose. He had 
watched the operation of the law for 
many years and had come to the con- 
clusion that it was not a benefi-cial law. 
Although the Act expired of itself in a 
very short time, a general demand had 
arisen in the County for immediate 
repeal, as it practically enriched the offi- 
cial assignees at the expense of the cre- 
ditors. This was the experience of all, 
but perhaps a few wholesale merchants, 
who have found the Act conducive to 
their interests. He believed that an ab- 
solute injustice was done to the majority 
of the people by its operation, and he 
would assist to the utmost in his power in 
obtaining a repeal ot the law. He admit 

_ ted that other measures would be neces- 
sary, and he was prepared to give them an 
earnest consideration; but the amend- 
ments made from time to time had sim- 
ply resulted in making the Act more ex- 
pensive in its operation, and more difficult 
to understand. For these reasons he 
hoped that all who were in favor of an 
alteration in the law in the sense he had 
indicated would vote against the motion 
of the member for Peel, and the amend- 
ment of the member for Laval. 

Mr. COLBY was not insensible to the 
importance of the question. He had ap. 
proached the consideration of the question 
purely in the interests of the country; he 
had no personal interest in the matter, 
except that interest which every honor- 
able member should take ina subject of 
this kind. Although he had been entrust- 
ed with the management of the Bill, he 
had not taken advantage of thin benches 
or surprise votes to press the matter. 
After all he had heard, his convictions that 
the law was a bad one were not lessened, 
but the princip!es which he had laid down 
in his opening remarks had been in his 
opinion fully confirmed. He had contend- 
ed that an Insolvency Law should only be 
temporary in its character, and this view 
had not been met in a manner to induce 
him to change his opinion. He regretted 
that his honourable friend from Brome, 
who agreed with him in his general 
views on this question had not an op 
portunity of quoting as ne hid intended 
certain authorities on the natureof a 
Bagnkrupt Law as viewed in the United 
States andin Eogland, which would be 
found to bear out his views. Having 
quoted these authorities, the honorable 
gentleman proceeded to. say 


Hon. Mr. Mackenzie. 


[COMMONS |} 


that | coolly proposed to send his Bill to a Com- 
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his argument was, simply, that a bank- 
ruptcy law was justifiable in certain con- 
ditions of trade, as a general amnesty was 
justifiable after war, but that it should not 
be allowed to remain on the statute book 
after the exigencies which required it had 
passed away. The law had never worked 
well either in England or Canada. The 
defect was not in the machinery, it was an 
inherent defect in the law itself as adopted 
to the present condition of affairs. It was 

conducive to fraud and the lowering of the 
standard of business honor and _ integrity. 
He had listened to the argument of those 
learned genti'emen, the hon. members 
for Megantic, West Durham and 
Peel, gentlemen of high legal 
standing in the country, and he found 
that they all agreed that the law was de- 
fective, but differed as to the nature of 
the amendments required. But still they 
thought it should be allowed to remain 
on the statute book. He contended that 
a law which did not apply to non-traders 
as well as traders was not sound in prin- 
ciple, and he would like to hear any ad- 
vocate of this law say that he would be 
willing to see it applied to non-traders 

He did not believe with the honorable 
members from Montreal that this law was 
a favorite law with the commercial classes 
of the country. The merchants of Que- 
bec, Three Kivers, and St. Hyacinthe, he 
believed, did not approve of the law, and 
the great commercial cities of Ottawa, — 
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Kingston, and Hamilton have already — 
spoken or will speak against it. The 
retail traders were all against it. The 


membe: for one of the Wards in Montreal — 
had read a letter from a high authority in 

that city to the effect that the mercantile ~ 
community were in favor of the bankrupt | 
law. He would take the liberty of refer- — 
ring to a letter from the same correspon- 
dent to the effect that the insolvency 
laws had been a failure and a hardship — 
to creditors, and that their losses since 
1864 had been fully 50 per cent. 
more than they were previously. He also 
read letters from Montreal as to the 
action of the Board of Trade to show that — 
it in no way represented the feeling of 
Montreal, and questioned the grounds of 
the member for Montreal changing his 

vote, because of the action of the Boards of — 
lrade. He said he spoke earnestly be-— 
cause he felt warmly that the law should 
should not continue, but was quite wi.ling 
that tiere should bea law enacted as a 
substitute which should properly meet. the 
requirements of the country. He was also 
prepared to endeavour to frame a law for 
the relief of the honest debtor. It was 
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mittee, and the result would. be altogether 
different from that desired and he could 
not consent to it. The Bill was not a new 
matter, there has been no lack of time for 
consideration, and he would consent. to 
nothing but a straight division, and he 
would then and only then bow to the 
decision of the House. . 

Mr. RY AN desired to correct the state- 
ment of the member tor Stanstead as to 
the views of the,,merchants of Montreal. 
He quoted from a letter to show that 
amendment not repeal was desired. 

Mr. HOLMES had°come to the conclu- 
sion that it was not in the interest of the 
Dominion that there should be a bank- 
ruptcy law, or any mode which enabled 
the debtors to defraud’ creditors. As the 
law now, existed many innocent. farmers 
were ruined by simply becoming security 
for business men who afterwards became 
bankrupt. The law should be repealed. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER in rising to 
state the views of the Government on 
the question, congratulated the member 
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tor Stanstead on the way in which he had’ 


supported his. measure. Too great im- 
portance was attached to the existence 
or non-existence of an insolvent law. 
That law was a temporary one, and one 
ground of opposition taken to the mea- 
sure for repeal by the Government last 
year was that the law ought to have a 
fair trial, but the House had decided 
against them. That ground was stronger 
now, and he thought the feeling against 
the law had been somewhat, exaggerated 
by the member for Stanstead. The law 
would expire next year. There were 
only some 100. insolvents yearly, and it 
was therefore neither just nor right that 
the law should be repealed in its last year, 
for Ontario, Nova Scotia, and New Bruns- 
wick had no other law on the subject, and 
very great inconvenience would ensue to 
them, He appealed to the members for 
Lower Canada that they sbould be con- 
siderate towards the other Provinces in 
the matter. The law was only beginning 
to be understood, and the obvious course 
was to let the matter rest, and the Act 
could then expire in its natural course. 
Another reason for this course was that 
they were on the eve of a genéral elec- 
tion, in which this matter would have 
great weight with the electors. He had 
never been a warm advocate of a bank- 


ruptcy law, but one who lke him had 


come in contact with business men must 
have found that there must necessarily 
be some bankrupt law. A great amount 
of business was done on credit, and cons 
sequently there was speculation, and per: 


haps recklessness, and there must be some langes},. McVallum,.McKonkey, 
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provision for honest bankrupts, so that he 
need not remain overwhelmed with debt 
all his days. They did not make it a Gov- 


ernment question, for though some of 


the members of the Government were 


not in favor of a bankruptcy law, the » 
majority were opposed to repealing it at — 
the present time and on the eve of a. 
He again appealed to 


general election. 
the members from Quebec’ not to leave 
those of other Provinces liable toa system 


which allowed the first creditor to absorb 


everything but to let the matter rest for 
another year. ‘he position of the Gov- 
ernment was the same as last year. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON could not allow a 
vote to be taken without explaining his 
action.’ Last year he voted for the mea- 
sure of the member for Stanstead, because 


he believed the commercial community 


| to be averse to the continuance of the 
| eens Law, but he now believed 
that the matured opinion was,that the law 
should not be abruptly repealed but 


amended, and he should therefore support 


‘its continuance. 

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGTON voted. last 
year against the repeal of the Law, _ be- 
cause he believed there was no sufficient 
Opinion on the question, but he now be- 


lieved the universal opinion of the rural . 


districts was in favor of repeal, and he 
thought the matter affected them as 
much as it did the merchants. 
He believed there was a necessity for a 
bankruptcy law, but that it should not be 
permanent. He gave instances in which 
great wrong had resulted to the rural po- 
pulation. For these and other reasons he 
should vote for the repeal of the law. 


Mr. HAGAR said he should support 
the repeal. 

A division was then taken on Mr. selle- 
rose’s motion to adjourn the debate, ‘and 
resulted as follows: Yeas, 55; Nays, 80. 


YrEAS,—Messrs. Anglin, Archambault, Belle- 
rose, Benoit, Blanchet, Bown, Brousseau, Burpee, 
Cameron [Inverness], Cameron [Peel], Camp- 
bell, Carmichael, Cartier [Sir George E.], Chau- 
veau, Cimon, Coffin, Costigan, Dobbie, Dugas, 
Ferris, Gaudet, Gendron, Gibbs, Holton, Hurdon, 
Irvine, Jones (Halifax], Jones [Leeds & Gren- 
ville], Killam, Lacerte, Langevin, Lawson, Mc- 
Donald [Antigonish], McDonald [Lunenburg], 
McDonald [Middleséx], Moffat, Morris, Nelson, 
Pearson, Pickard, Power, Ray, Robitaille, Ross 
[Champlain], Ross [ Victoria, N §8.j, Ryan [ Mon- 
treal West], Smith [Westmoreland], Stephenson, 
Thompson {Cariboo}, Tilley, Tourangeau, Tupper, 
Wallace [Albert], Wallace [Vancouver Island}, 
and Willson.—s9, 

NaAys—Messrs. Barthe, Béchard, Bertrand, Blake, 
well, Bourassa, Bowell, Bowman, Brown, Cae 

| meron,[ Huron) Caron, Cayley, Cheval, Colby, Cou- 
al, Delorme [St. Hyacinthe}, Drew, - erguson, 
Fourier, Gaucher, Geoftriop, Godin, Grant, Gro- 
ver, Hagar, Heath, Holmes, r{utchison, J ackson, 

Joly, Keeler, ion hy Rael cas eek 

Little; Mackenzie, Magill, Masson, | Sou 
anges)” Meal McDougall (Ren- 


a 
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trew], McDougall [Three Rivers], 
Keagney, McMonies, Metealte, 

[Victorla, O.], Morrison [Niagara], } 
Paquet, Pelletier, Pinsonneault, Pope, Pouliot, 
Pozer, Redford, Renaud, Ross [Dundas], Ross 
[Prince Edward], Ross [Wellington, | C. R.]; Ry- 
mal, Scatcherd, Simard, Snider, Stirton, Street, 
Thompson [Haldimandj, Thompson [Ontario], 
Tremblay, Walsh, Webb, Wells, White [East 
Hastings], Whitehead, Wright [Ottawa County], 
Wright [York, Ontario, W. R.], and Young.—s0. 


‘he division on Mr. Hillyard Cameron’ 
amendment to refer the matter to the 
Committee on Banking and Commerce, 


resulted in the followimg vote :—Yeas, 
62; nays, 76. 

Yzas.—Messrs, Abbott, Anglin, Benoit, Bowell, 
Bown, Brousseau, Burpee, Cameron [Inverness], 
Cameron [Peel], Campbell, Carmichael, Cartier 
[Sir George E.], Cartwright, Chauvyeau, Cimon, 
Coffin, Costigan. DeCosmos, Dobbie, Ferris, Gau- 
det, Gendron, Gibbs, Harrison, Holton, Hurdon, 
Irvine, Jones [Halifax], Jones [Leeds & Gren- 
ville], Killam, Lacerte, Langevin, Lawson, Mc- 
Donald [Antigonish], MeDonald [Lunenburg], 
McDonald [Middlesex], Metcalfe, Mills, Mofiatt, 
Morris, Nelson, Pearson, Pickard, Power, Ray, 
Ross [Champlain], Ross [Victoria, N.S.], Ryan 
[Montreal West], Smith [Westmoreland], Snider, 
Stephenson, Street, Thompson |Cariboo Tilley, 
Tourangean, Tupper, Wallace [Albert], allace 
rVancouver Island], Walsh, Willson, orkman, 
and Young.—62. 

Nays.—Messrs. Archambeault, Barthe, Bé- 
chard, Bellerose, Bertrand, Blake, Blanchet, 
Bodwell, Bourassa, Bowman, Brown, Cameron 
{Huron}, Caron, Cayley, Cheval, Colby, Coupal, 
Delorme [St. Hyacinthe], Drew, Dugas, Ferguson, 
Fournier, Gaucher, Geofirion, Godin, Grant, Gro- 
ver, Hagar, Heath, Holmes, Hutchison, Jackson, 
Joly, Keeler, Kirkpatrick, Langlois, Lapum, 
Little, Mackenzie, Magill, Masson [Soulanges], 
McCallum, McConkey, McDougall [Renfrew], 
McDougall [Three Rivers], McGreevy, McKeag- 
ney, McMon<es, Morrison [Victoria, O.], Morrison 
[Niagaral, Munroe, Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier Pin- 
sonneault, Pope, Pouliot, Pozer, Redford, Re- 
naud, Robitaille, Ross [Dundas], Ross [Prince 
Edward], Ross [Wellington,C,R.], Kymal, Scat- 
cherd, Simard, Stirton, Thompsoa [Haldimand], 
Tremblay, Webb, Wells, White [East Hastings], 
Whitehead, Wright [Ottawa County], and Wright 
[York, Ontario, W. R.J—76. 


McGreevy, Mc- 
Mills, Morison 
Munroe, Oliver, 
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McDonald [Middlesex], McMonies, Metcalfe, 
Mofiatt, Morris, Nelson, Pearson, Pickard, Power, 
Ray, Ross [Champlain], Ross [Victoria, N.S.] 
Ryan [Montreal West], Smith [Westmoreland], 
Snider, Stephenson, Street, Thompson [Cariboo], 
Tilley, Tourangeau, Tupper, Wadalace Rberths 
Wallace [Vancouver Island], Walsh, Willson, 

Workman, and Young,—62, 


The Bill was then read a second time, 
and was ordered to be submitted to a 


Laws. 


; | Committee of the whole House on Mo.- 


day. 
The House adjourned at 10.50. 


SENATE. 


Fripay, 26th April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’clock, p.m. ; 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 


Hon. Mr. MITCHELL laid on the table 
the report of the Hon. Mr. Langevin’s 
visit to British Columbia. 


CAPE BRETON, 


Hon. Mr. BOURINOT—I now beg leave 
to make the following enquiry of the Gov- 
ernment—Whether the Government have 
received a Report of the Survey which they 
ordered to be made for opening a Canal 
between the waters of the Bras d’Or at 
East Bay and Sydney Harbour, and in con- 
tinuation of St. Peter’s Canal, thereby 
facilitating the growing trade of the most 
extensive Coal mines of the Dominion 
situate in Cape Breton ;—and if such Re- 
port has been received, to request the 
Government to lay it on the Table of the 


‘The motion for the second reading of | House? Also, whether it is the intention 
Mr. Colby’s bill was then put, the vote | of the Government to prosecute the pro 


being : Yeas, 77; nays, 62. 

YEAS.—Messrs. 
chard, Belierose, Bertrand, Blanchet, Bodwell, 
Bourassa, Bowman, Brousseau, Brown, Cameron 
[Huron], Caron, Cayley, Cheval. Colby, Coupal, 
Delorme [St. Hyacinthe], Drew, Dugas, Ferguson, 
Fournier, Gaucher, Godin, Grant, Grover, Hagar, 
Heath Holmes, Hurdon, Hutchison, Jackson, 
Joly, Keeler, Kirkpatrick, Langlois, 
Little, Mackenzie, Magill, Masson [Soulanges], 
McCallum, McConkey, McDougall [Renfrew], 
MeDougall [Three Rivers], McGreevy, McK ag- 
ney, Mills, Morison [Victoria, O.], Morrison [Nia- 
gara], Munroe, Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, Pinson- 
neault, Pope, Pouliot, Pozer, Redford, Renaud, 
Robitaille, Ross [Dundas], Ross [Prince Edward], 
Ross [Wellington, C, ®.], Rymal, Aoatehont: 
Simard, Stirton, Thompson [Haldimand], Thomp- 
son [Ontario]. Trembiay, Webb, Wells White 
{East Hastings], Whitehead, Wright [Ottawa 
County], and Wright [York, Ontario, W. R.]—77. 

Nays...Messrs. Anglin, Benoit, Blake, Bowell, 
Brown, Burpee, Cameron [Inverness], Cameron 
Peel], Campbell, Carmichael, Cartier [Sir Geo, 
3], Cartwright, Chauveau, Cimon, Coffin, Cos- 
tigan, DeCosmos, Dobbie, Ferris, Gaudet, Geof- 
frion, Gendron, Gibbs, Harrison, Holton, Irvine, 
Jones [Halifax], Jones [Leeds ¢ Grenville}, 
Kempt, Killam, Lacerte, Langevin, Lawson, 
MoDonald [Antigonish}, NeDioneld [Lunenburg], 


Mr, Hagar. 


posed work at an early date? My chief 


Archambeault, Barthe, Be- | reason for: making this enquiry is this,— 


that some time ago a public meeting was 
held at Sydney to take this matter into 
consideration, and at that meeting my 
hon. colleague (Mr, Archibald) and myself 


Lapum, | were asked to act in concert with the hon. 


gentleman who represents the county in 
the Commons. On the occasion of that 
meeting, I took a somewhat prominent 
part, and therefore I may be allowed to 
make a few remarks in relation to the 
subject. It has been replied elswhere to 
@ somewhat similar enquiry—that the en- 
gineer who was to be sent to examine the 
St. Peter’s Canal, would also examine the 
‘ground through which it is proposed to 
construct the work in question. 1 may 
state, however, that a Government En- 
gineer, Mr. MacNab, has already taken 
a survey of the route, and I presume his 


| report is in the hands of the Government. 
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With respect to St. Peter’s Canal, it is well | 
known that it is too narrow for the large | 
class of vessels who are likely to make use 
ofit. If the work in question is opened 
up, there is no doubt whatever that the 
amount of shipping that will avail itself of 
both canals will be very large in_ the 
course of time, inasmuch as they will af- 
ford such admirable facilities for reaching | 
the very valuable coal mines of Sydney. 
Instead of being exposed to the danger- 
ous navigation of the Atlantic coast of 
the Island at certain seasons, especially 
dangerous in the vicinity of Scattarie, 
these vessels will be enabled to avail 
themselves of the secure passage by the 
inland waters of the Bras d’Or Lake and 
Spanish River up to the wharves at Syd- 
ney where they can load with celerity. It 
must be borne in mind that the coal 
mines of Cape Breton are the most ex- 
tensive in the Dominion, and are already 
connected with the noble harbor of Syd- 
ney by lines of railnay. In the face of 
the hostile American tariff, the coal ex- 
portis still two thirds of the whole sent 
out of Nova Scotia; and under a more 
favorable commercial arrangement with 
the United States, the production must, 
in the course of time, reach to millions 
of tons annually, We havealready great 
facilities in the shape of railways and 
wharves for carrying on the trade, and 
eventually Sydney must become one of 
the largest and busiest towns of the Do- 
Dominion. We also expect one day to 
see the mines connected with Louisbourg, 
an admirable harbour, open 
at all seasons, and the nearest Atlantic 
port of the Dominion to urope 
lam quite sure that the attention of the 
Government will be drawn to this flourish- 
ing section of Canada, and that they will 
not fail to consider its requirements, and 
grant those sums of money which are 
absolutely necessary for the development 
of its large industrial resources. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—I asked the hon. 
gentleman who is at the head of the 
Public Works whether there was any re- | 
port on the subject, and understood from 
him that none was in the possession of 
the Department. Now that my hon. friend | 
has referred to the report of Mr. McNab, 
1 will make further inquiry into the sub- 
ject. Iwas also informed by the Minister 
of Public Works that itis his intention 
to instruct the engineer detailed, to ex- 
amine the St. Peter’s Canal, also to re- | 
port on the work proposed between Bras 
d’Or and Sydney River. Of course, when 
that report is received, the Government 
will be ina position to state something 
definite with respect to the Canal in ques- 
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tion. I had the pleasure last summer of 
visiting Sydney in company with my hon. 
colleague, the Minister of Marine and 
Fisheries, and seeing the hon. gentlemen 
opposite (Hon. Messrs. Archibald and 
Bourinot), and I confess I was both de- 
lighted and astonished at the spacious- 
ness and security of the harbour—decid< 
edly not surpassed on this continent. 
When I. consider the existence of 
its extensive coal mines, and their close 
proximity to the sea, [I can have no 
doubt as to the future of the fine Island 
to which my hon. friend has just 
referred. I trust that he will believe that 
the Government are anxious in every way 
possible to promote its prosperity. When 
T look at the Bras D’Or Lake, I can easily 
believe that screw steamers, likely here- 
after to take the place of sailing vessels, 
would follow the route proposed to be 
established. 

Hon. Mr. BOURINOT—There are now 
several screw steamers on their way from 
Great Britain, to enter into the coal trade 
of Cape Breton. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—Therefore the 


“navigation of the Bras d’Or is more im- 


portant than ever. The Government 
will not fail to give the subject all the con- 
sideration to which it is entitled. 


MANITOBA JUDICIARY. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD asked the Govern- 
ment— When does the Government in 
tend to complete the judicial organization 
of the Province of Manitoba, and to ap= 
point Judges for the administration of 
justice within the limits of that Pro- 
vince ? 

Hon: Mr. CAMPBELL—I beg to say 
that the official copy of the Act under 
which the judiciary of Manitoba has been 
arranged, has been only recently received 
in this part of the country, and that we 
have not yet had time to make the 
appointment of the judges required under 
its provisions. ‘The Government, however, 
expect that the organization of the judi- 
ciary in the Province will be completed at 
an early date. 


MANITOBA LAND QUESTION. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—As _ this honorable 
House is aware, I am one of the represen- 
tatives of that new Province, whose or- 
ganization is still far from being completed 
so as to meet the wants and necessities of 
You must have seen by the 
public prints that there has been a good 
deal of discontent in the Province on 
account of the land question. | have just 
received a letter from a member of the 
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Legislature informing me that there exists 
considerable agitation on the subject ; and 
it is therefore very advisable that the 
question should. be arranged as soon as 
practicable. The Province is young yet, 
but has immense capabilities for progress, 
and it no doubt will fillan important place 
in the future among the members of the 
Confederation. It is, therefore, very ne- 
cessary that every care should be taken 
to remove all causes of dissatisfaction in 
‘the Province, especially with respect to 
the public lands. The people of Mani- 
toba do not yet thoroughly understand all 
_ the laws and regulations with respect to 
the question, but they are loyal and 
‘honest. When an engagement has been 


solemnly entered into, they believe it | 


ought to be carried out as soon as pos- 
sible ; and therefore they are very anxious 
on the subject of the division of the land 
grant made some time ago. It1is for the 
interest of the Government and of the 
whole Confederation to deal with this 
question as expeditiously as possible. No 
portion of the people of the Dominion 


are more attached to the institutions 


which they now enjoy ;' and [hope to be 
able to return to them with the know- 
~ Tedge that their just claims’ have been 
granted by the Government. With these 
remarks I ask permission to inquire— 
Whether the Government have adopted 
measures : 

_ Ist. For putting an end to the existing 
“difficulties and confusion in the Province 


of Manitoba on the subject of the public | 
| Of the line. 


lands. 

2nd. For the division, as soon as pos- 
sible of the 1,400,000 acres of land appro- 
priated for the half-breed residents of 
» Manitoba among those who have a right 
thereto, and if not, what measure the 
Government intend to adopt for the pur- 
pose of putting an end to these difficul- 
ties ? 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—In respect to the 
first question, I may say that the Govern. 
ment have adopted measures for allaying 
any discontent that may at present exist 
in the Province. It is well understood 
that the half-breed lands could not be se- 
lected until the surveys were sufficiently 
far advanced. During the past year some 
twenty surveyors were sent into the 
Province, and the work has been very 
energetically prosecuted, as thé map I 
shall now lay on the table will clearly show. 
These surveys are now sutiiciently far ad- 
vanced to enable a selection of the lands 


_ to be made. The Lieutenant Governor | 


_ has been communicated with, and asked 
_to make the selection. 


Hon. Mr. Girard, 
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| certain sections are to be retained in'‘cer- 


‘and consequently I am constrained’ to 


o. , The rights of | the 
existing settlers are to be respected—"| against isthe ‘want: of co-operation on — 
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tain townships for the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
pany—also a certain section for school 
purposes. ‘I'he wood lands are also to be 
divided so that ‘a portion will be retained 
for the use of immigrants. With reference 
to the second question, I may reply that 
until the rear line of the settlements was 
fixed, the allotment could not be made. 
Instructions have been given by the de- 
partment to complete this rear‘line as 
soon as possible, andit is expected that 
by the fall patents will’ be issued to at 
least one half of the half-breeds. I may 
also add that the services of some fifty 
surveyors have been obtained—some of 
them have already gone—to hasten the 
surveys of the Province. 


“INLAND FISHERIES, 


Hon Mr. FLINT asked the Government 
when it is their intention to take steps to 
protect the Salmon and other ‘fish in the 
lakes and streams in the rear’ part of the 
County of Frontenac, United Counties of 
Lennox and Addington, ‘County of Hast. 
ings and Peterborough, from’ destruction, 
caused by parties employed in taking 
them with spears and nets contrary to the — 
Fishery Act, and if so, whether that ‘ac- | 
tion will be immediate ? 

My reason for making this ‘enquiry, he 
said, is that our rivers-‘and lakes are well — 
stocked with salmon and salmon trout 
which are, every spring and fall, ‘taken by 
spears and nets in large quantities by 
foreigners who come from the ‘other side — 
I have been credibly inform- — 
ed that one hundred tons were taken dur- © 
ing last fall to the United States from one 
place. Representations have been made ~ 
on the subject to the Fishery Department, 
but the Fishery Agent has not yet receiv- — 
ed instructions to deal ‘with the matter, © 


make this enquiry at the present time, 
when there is urgent need that some steps 
should be taken to prevent these en- 
croachments by foreigners. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—I may state in 
answer to the hon. gentleman that the 
Government are very anxious to protect 
the inland ‘fisheries, and have done their 
best to accomplish the object they have in 
view. No doubt these encroachments are — 
very extensive, but it is very difficult for 
the Department, with the small sum of 
money and staff at their disposal, to pro- 
tect effectually all the waters of so exten- © 
sive an area as that watered by the St. 


Lawrence and great lakes. ©One — 
of the great ~ difficulties that — 
Department have to contend 
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the part of the settlers and .farmers ;»who 
+live in the» vicinity. of the lakes and 
streams ; and.until they do their duty. it 
is almost impossible for the small staff of 
‘public officers to give anything like effect- 
sive protection to all the waters of the 
. Dominion. 

»Hon. Mr. FLINT—The_ gentleman to 
- whom I referred is Mr. Wilkins, of Belle 
_ville, who was. sent to, examine into. this 


~matter,i:and he. is still. awaiting . instruc-. 


_stions ever since he: made his report. So 
far as 1 am concerned I am desirous. of 
doing all insmy power to.assist the Gov- 
ernment in protecting.our inland fisher- 
les. 
Hon. Mr., MITCHELL. explained that 
, he understood.that.the difficulty in. the 
_sease of the gentleman alluded-to was. that 
_.the. Government.found it necessary to 
limit.the staff to a.certain sum of money 
_for.travelling.expenses. . That gentleman 
. had more than once exceeded the limit, 
.. and: he. was not now in a. position to move 
in the matter unless he travelled without 


pay. 
Hon. Mr, SKEAD—This subject is very 
. important, and 1.am_ glad attention has 
_. been called to it. by the hon.. gentleman 
.. opposite. Whilst Iam willing to aecord 
_. due credit for what. has been done by. the 
_ Department, must.say that they are de~ 
relict. if they do not ask for a large sum to 
_ protect the fisheries in. question. I have 
known large.quantities of fish taken by 
_-spear.and nets in the fall, and through 
. the winter, in.the direction of the Ottawa 
..River—not. by..the foreigners spoken of, 
_ but, by-people from the Canadian side of 
..Lake Ontario... 1 believe the Government 
,.ought to have a,.Fishery Inspector in every 
».-county. 
POSTAL FACILITIES. 
| eHon, Mr. SANBORN asked the Govern. 
.sement:whether any arrangement has been 
» proposed, or is intended to be proposed 
» by the Government of the Dominion to 
.pthe' Government ofthe United, States 
. whereby articles of a bulky nature, such 
» as are carried by parcel post or book post, 
-emay: be transmitted from one country to 
»the.other at a uniform and cheap rate by 
»imail?: His. attention, he said, had been 
.-talled to the question by the fact of many 
‘»opersons. being anxious to get: seeds from 
> dealers in the United States. At present, 
~- the, expense. was great, as much as the 
value of the package itself. He also asked 
srleave to.add to. his question an enquiry 
»: whether the money order system could not 
» be. carried out; between Canada) and. the 
United States. 
_} Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL. replied that no 


arrangement svas likely to be made in the. 
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face of the Customs difficulties, which 
appear insurmountable. As respects the 
Money Order system, .the Government 
were anxious to see it established, but 
they found it was not likely to be attain. 
ed whilst the United States adhered to 
their present currency. 


_ Fisheries. 


MESSAGE, 


A Message was received from the,Com- 
mons with the Bill respecting. Larcency of 
BPSDADA and malicious injuries to proper. 


The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Fripay, 26th April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 5 
p.m. 

A number of petitions were. read. and 
received, 

Mr. ANGUS MORRISON presented a 
petition praying for an, Act to. imcor- 
porate the Interoceanic Railway of Canada. 
It was signed by the honorables Messrs. 
McMaster, McPherson, and 94 others. 

Dr. BOWN presented the 3rd Report of 
Committee on Standing Orders. 

Hon. Mr, ABBOLT moved for leave to 
introduced a Bill to amend the Act incor- 
porating the Canada Central Railroad 
Company. 

Hon. Sir JOHN 4. MACDONALD. sub- 
mitted correspondence between Dominion 
Government and ,Governor Archibald of 
Manitoba in relation tothe Fenian 
raid. 

Mr, SHANLY, introduced .a Bill, to 
amend the St. Lawrence and Ottawa Rail- 
way Act. 

Mr. MUORKISON introduced a Bill to in 
corporate the Pacific Junction, Railway 
Company. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS introduced a Bill to 
amend an Act  intituled. Widows, and 
Orphans Fund. 

Hon. Mr, IRVINE introduced a, Bill to- 


amalgamate the Grand Trunk, and Mon- 


real and Champlain. Railway Co. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN submitted the 
Report of the Minister of Public Works on 
British Columbia. 

Mr, MORRISON introduced a, Bill to 
confirm the lease. by the Northern Rail. 
way of the Northern Extension Company’s 
ailroad. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a ;Bill, to 
amend the law relative to advertisements 
concerning stolen goods. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD gave 
notice of the introduction ofa, Bill to give 
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effect to the Treaty of Washington, 
Monday next. 

Also to readjust the Parliamentary re- 
presentation of Canada. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Hon. Sir GEORGR E. CAKTIER, before | forward towards the Rocky Mountains, 


notices of motion were called, begged 
leave to introduce a smali Bill under a 
modest and humble title. It was a Bill 
respecting the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
fHear. hear:] He had given notice that 


he would proceed with certain resolutions | 


on this subject yesterday; but as the 
House did not reach that item, he would 
now ask leave to bring in the Bill which 
would contain those resolutions, and 
which could only be initiated, as regarded 
some of its clauses, in Committee of the 
Whole. Those parts of the Bill related 
to grants of land and money subsidies for 
the building of the road. Besides these 
there were other provisions of much im- 
portance. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON thought there would 
be no objection on his side of the House 
to the hon. gentleman moving the House 
into Committee at once on his resolution. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER thanked 
the hon. gentleman for the suggestion, 
and caid he would prefer explaining the 
resolutions of which he had given notice 
yesterday, as well as other parts of the 
Bill. He would ask the House therefore 
to allow him to explain the Bill as a 
whole—those parts which required, as 
well as others which did not require to be 
introduced by resolution; in fact he pur-« 
posed, in order that the subject should be 
better understood by the House, to have 
money clauses inserted in the Bill, as a 
matter of reference, so that hon. mem- 
bers could see at once the whole scope of 
the measure. He took it for granted 
that there would be no objection to this 
mode of proceeding from the other side 
of the House, for it was better, to a full 
understanding of the question, that it 
should be explained in the speech, in 
which the money clauses, as well as other 
parts of the Bill would be dealt with. The 
Government, as everybody knew, was 
bound by the terms of the Union between 
British Columbia and the Dominion, to 
build a Pacific Railway, the work to com-~ 
mence within two years from the date of 
the Union, which was the 28th July, 1871. 
and to be completed within ten years 
from that time. He would observe at the 
outset that the Government, understand- 
ing this obligation and the promise to 
British Columbia, had set to work at once 
and commenced the preliminary survey 
and explorations of the country through 
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on | which that great work would pass. 
| would call the attention of the House to 
| this other binding covenant in the Act, 
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which admitted British Columbia to our 
Confederation, that the Railway should be 
begun of the Pacific coast, and pushed 


and from the Rocky Mountains westward, 
at the same time. These were our agree- 
ments with British Columbia, which, on 
its part, had undertaken to assist the Do- 
minion in accomplishing the work by 
puttiag at the disposal of the Deminion — 
Government twenty miles of land on each 
side of the railway, making a width of 
forty miles, if the same extent of land 
was appropriated by the Dominion Gov- 
ernment within the territory under its 
control. The Bill which he had now the 
honour to introduce contained in its pre- 
amble these covenants and bindings. Last 
year the House came to the determination 
that the building of this railway should in 
no way entail such an amount of liabiltty 
as to require increased rate of taxation. 
That resolution also formed part of the 
preamble of the Bill, and it was the inten- 
tionot the Government not only to carry 
it out in spirit but to the letter, [Hear, 
hear.] ‘That resolution contained also 
this other proposition, that the Pacific 
Railway should not be built and worked © 
by the Government, but that it should be 
built and worked by private enterprise, 
which provision was contained in the mea- — 
sure he now introduced. ‘To a great ex- 
tent this measure was an enabling Act, 
empowering the Government to make 
agreements with companies incorporated, - 
or hereafter to be incorporated, for the 
purpose of building a railway from Lake 
Nipissing to the Pacific coast, to construct 
the railway and work it afterwards. It 
might be that the company would be in- 
corporated by Parliament during this ses- 
sion, and it might be that the Government 
would be able to agree with that company 
on such terms as would secure the build-— 
ing of the road, and to meet that contin-— 
gency. The measure went a step further, 
it empowered the Government to enter 
into an agreement with any company au- — 
thorized during this Parliament to build 
the road, or any other company or com- 
panies authorized by Parliament during 
this session to build any portion of the 
road. ‘There was a provision allowing any 
two or more of such companies to amal- 
gamate, and if such companies had the 
proper capital and could comply with the 
conditions exacted by the Government, 
they would be the companies with whom 
the Government sought this power td 
make an agreement. One of the condi 
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tions on which the Government would 
insist, would be that any company to be 
incorporated for this purpose should have 
at least a capital of ten millions of dollars, 
ten per cent. of which should be paid in. 
This payment was not to be a sham pay- 
ment deposited in a bank, but a bona fide 
deposit with the Receiver General, to be 
made before the Government entered 
into any agreement with the company. 
Another contingency presented itself to 
the Government in considering the scheme. 
Several companies might be incorporated 
during the present Session of Parliament, 
and it might hippen that these companies 
might amalgamate, and demand any 
terms. Consequently the Government 
had considered by what means such a 
state of things could be met, and they 
proposed that there should be a clause in 
the Bill authorising the Government, in 
case they could not agree with one com. 
pany for the construction of the whole 
line, or with a company formed of several 
companies amalgamated, to receive the 
offer of capitalists to build the Railway 
and give them a Charter under an order 
in Council which should contain all the 
Railway Clauses Act necessary and the 
clauses of the Act now before the House. 
The position of the Government would 
therefore be of a ihreefold nature. They 
would be authorised first to arrange with 
any company having at least ten millions 
of capital, and of which ten per cent 
should have been paid into the hands of 
the Receiver General, or secondly with a | 
company formed of the different compa— 
nies now seeking incorporation for the 
purpose, or thirdly with capitalists who 
might offer to build the road, on such con- 
ditions as might be agreed upon between 
Government and such capitalists, Govern- 
ment having power to grant a charter 
based on the provisions of the Bill 
now before the House and of 
Clauses Act. 


the building of the road. He would now | 
come to the assistance which the trovern- | 
ment intended to give in constructing the | 
line. Every one would see that no com- | 
pany or capitalists, no matter how 
wealthy, could with their own means | 
build such a road, and the Government 
therefore required power to assist any 
such company. ‘The Government pro- 
posed to ask power to grant to any com- 
pany undertaking the work, a quantity of 
land not exceeding fifty million acres, 
which should consist of alternate blocks 
to the depth of 20 miles on each sile of 7 
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the road, and they proposed further that 
the other alternate blocks, not thus grant- 

ed should be reserved to be sold and dis- 

posed of hereafter to: reimburse the 

Government on account of the money 

subsidy of which he was about to speak. 

It was proposed that the starting point of 

the line should beLake Nipissing, because 

that was the common point wkich could 

best be reached by the railway systems of 
Lower and Upper Canada. The result jof . 
the surveys would be very soon before the , 
House, and it would then be seen, what . 
progress had been made, and what was 
the encouragement as to building the line. 
It had been calculated, although he would 
not vouch that the figures were absolutely 
correct, that the distance from Lake Nip- 
issing to the Pacific Coast, was about 2,500 
miles, or at the outside 2,700, and he 
would base his remarks to the House 
on the supposition, that the distance was 
2,700 miles. ‘Taking this for granted it 
would be obvious that a depth of 20 miles 
on each side the railway only represented 
34,560,000 acres for the company and a 
a similar quantity for sale by the Govern- 
ment as he had before explained. The 
reason why a depth of 20 miles on each 
side the line was appropriated, was that 
the terms of union with British Columbia 
decided that there should not be a greater 
depth granted in that Province than 20 


| miles on each side the road, but with 


regard to Manitoba and the North West 
Parliament had the right to make a larger 
aypropriation. The House must not take 
it for granted that the whole grant of 
land mentioned would be required, but 
the Government did not desire to de- 
ceive the House, but like England 
they desired to do everything in a 
straightforward way, and not to take the 
House or country by surprise in anything. 
To make up the deficiency of land there- 
tore they asked power to appropriate 
lands in other parts of Canada wherever 


| they were at the disposal of the Dominion, 
. both asa grant to the company and also 


posed todeal with any company respecting |. 
‘of the money subsidy. He noticed that 


to be set apart to reimburse the amount 


the member for Chateauguay;jwas laughing, 
and he knew that gentleman would object 
by saying what was the use of making such 


_an appropriation when the whole public 


domain belonged to the Government. He 
would meet that argument at once. ‘The 
resources for the building of the Railway 
would consist chiefly of land, and it the 
Bill did not provide that the Government 
should to sonie extent be prevented from 
making free grants, how could they ask 
acompany to take the matter in hand 
when they would have to compete with 


» 
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free grants made by Government. The 

member for Chateauguay might laugh at 

_ the scheme, but in a short time they 

would all be before the country to explain 

their individual action in the matter. He 

trusted he was now well understood in 

regard tothe land grant, and he would 

now come to the money grant (hear, 

hear.) He must first say, however, that 
the principal burden would be in land, 
aud that the money subsidy would be 

comparatively small considering the 
magnitude of the undertaking. Govern 

ment now came and asked to have placed 

at their disposal a sum not exceeding 
$30,000,000, or’ very little more than 
£6,000,000 sterling. If the House re- 
membered the amount of land granted 
and the fact that it would be to the inter- 
est of the building company to make that 
land as valuable as possible, and also that 
Government would have the alternate 
blocks of land, they would see that there 
was every likelihood that a great part if 
not the whole of the money subsidy would 
eventually be reimbursed. Butthey went 
on amore definite basis than that. Sup- 
poring that the Government should not 
make much money or should make none 
at all by the sale of the lands at their dis- 
posal, what would be the burden thrown 
on the country? Every one had learned 
with pleasure that the Imperial Govern- 
ment had consented to assist Canada in 
building this great Railway and in improv- 
ing the canals by guaranteeing an amount 
which was equivalent to a saving of two 
per cent on the whole outlay. But more 
than this, even if there were no Imperial 
guarantee, the Exchequer of Canada was 
sufficient to justify the expenditure with- 
out increasing the rate of taxation of last 
year ; and was also sufhcient to pay off 
the sinking fund in 35 or 38 years. The 
House must’not lose sight of this fact, The 
work had to be done, it was one condition 
of the union with British Columbia and 
must be fulfilled, and this being so, who 
would oppose the scheme? He remem. 
bered‘ that the member for Lambton, 
the able leader of the Opposition, 
on the discussion of the British Columbia 


resolutions last year, had stated his opinion | 
that they were going too fast, and that | 


even the acquisition of the Hudson’s Bay 
territory had been brought about too 
soon, Hehad then been surprised that any 
one from Ontario should object to the ac- 
quisition of that territory, for that acqui- 
sition had been principally urged by On 

tario. Lower Canada had vever objected 
toit. It had been stated that he (Sir 
George) objected to it, but such was not 
the case, and he had proved 1t two years 


How, Siy G. E. Cartier. 


{COMMONS} 


Paeific: Raiheay. 176: 


ago when the matter was before. the: + 
House. And when they came before the: 
country, and: he-had to explain his action: 
with regard to his constituents, his Pro-: — 
vince, or the whole Dominion, he would | 
be ready to meet any opposition which! | 
might be brought: with regard. to: the. 
North-West and British Columbia, He, - 
perhaps, had somewhat digressed: from. 
the matter in hand, but he would now: 
return to it. j 
Hon, M1, HOLTON —Why assume oppo-: 
sition to so good a measure ? 
Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER—Be=-. — 
cause it was the habit of the hon. gentle~_ 
man to oppose everything. :. . 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the Govern-; — 
ment had much need of opposition. | 
Hon. Sir GEORGE) E. CARTIER» said) 
that, whatever the need might be, the ~ 
opposition was not-successful. Resuming © 
the matter in hand, there was also a provi-— 
sion in theBill that the companywhoshould, 
build the railway should also construct:a 
branch from some point of the main line. 
in Manitoba to the Province line in order — 
to form a connection with the railway sys-— 
tem of the United States, and also a 
branch from some point on the main line+ 
to a point on Lake Superior in Upper: 
Canada. For these branches it was not 
proposed to grant any money subsidy but — 
such a grant of land as might be agreed: 
upon between the Government and» the. 
Company. He thought he had now exs« 
plained the Bill in all its aspects, first as. to: 
the manner of building the road and. then 
as to the grants of land and money, but 
before taking his seat there was another 
point which he mustnot overlook. When 
the question had been discussed last year ~ 
it had been asserted that it was a delusion, 
to imagine that any private company 
would think of building such a. railway. 
It was a matter of rejoicing to the:Govern- 
ment however that there were several. 
competing bodies endeavoring to obtain 
incorporation for the purpose, but of: 
course no company could carry eut the, 
work with their own resources. ‘The 
American lines, and the Northern and_ 
Southern Pacific had both required assist» 
ance. With these remarks he would 
move, seconded by Sir John A. Macdon- 
ald, for leave to bring in a Bill respecting 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. " 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the hon. 
gentlemin had been very facetious in tk 
course of his remazics ani it appeared he 
could cot forbear from muiking an attack. 
on him on the subj«ct of his speech of las 
year, on the British Columbia resolutions, 


—and inthat attacs he had travestiec 
| the reaarks he had made and had attri 
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buted to him words that he had never 
used. He had stated that he (Mackenzie) 
had held that the union with the North 


- West had been too early. He was amazed 


to certain terms and conditions, 


that the hon. gentleman should attribute 
such an utterance to him, and with the 
permission of the House he would read to 
them what he really had said. He then 
quoted atlengthfrom his speech of last 
year to the effect that he was and ever 
had been most heartily desirous of seeiag 
the union of all the Provinces, and had 
only hesitated at the conditions imposed, 
making especial reference to the impossi- 
bility of constructing the Pacific Railway 
in the ten years, only advocating the 
most deliberate consideration, so that 


there might be no matter for regret in’ 


time to come. He then appealed to the 
Houseas to whether the Minister of Mili- 
tia was justified in placing such expres- 
sions in his mouth as those he complained 
of, and said that the views held by the 
Opposition in the discussion of last year 
were fair andright, and would ultimately 
prove so. He maintained that the 
Pacific Railway could not be 
built in the time specified, and he did not 
believe the Government ever expected it 
would. He would now refer to the speech 
that had just been made. The Minister of 
Militia had endeavored to shew that the 
measure would restrict the Government 
that is, 


they were to make terms with one Com- 


pany, or an amalgamation of Companies, 


or failing that they were to charter a new 
Company. The fact of the matter was 
that the Bill would enable the Government 


struction of the Railway. 
_known that there were at present two 


to do anything théy pleased in the con- 
It was well 


rings ’’ formed to obtain the control of 


one admitted must be 


the construction of the roads, and that 
there was the greatest hostility between 
them. Attempts were however being made 
daily to harmonize the interests of the two 
bodies, so that there might be one great 
party to share the plunder that might 
fairly be expected from the construction 
of the work. The Government were tak- 


ing power to agree with the two com- 
| panies,and failing a satisfactory agreement 
they were to make any arrangement they 
pleased with any Company they pleased, 
and on any conditions they pleased. This 


was the practical effect of the Bill, it 


- would simply empower the Government to 


make a great job of this great national 
work, one of so much interest and so 
much necessity, and one that every 
carried out. 
The hon. gentleman professed to have ex- 
plained the mode in which Government 
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proposed to find the means of construct- 
Ing the road. He told them that the dis- 
tance might be assumed to be 2,700 
miles, and 20 miles in alternate blocks 
amounting to 54,560,000 acres was to be 
granted for the purpose; but the hen. 
gentleman forgot that the line traversed 
@ portion of the Province of Ontario for 
several hundred miles, and that they had 
no control over the lands of that Province. 
He had also failed to show where the line 
was to be taken to complete the fifty 
million acres. It was estimated by those 
who had traversed the country, Lord 
Milton and others, that in the great Val- 
ley of the North West there were some-— 
where between 45 and 65 millions of acres 
of good land. If the lands were to be 
settled only by the Railway contractors, 
it would be a great failure for all modes 
of settling a country that of giving the 
land to a company with the anticipation, 
hope, or belief that they would solve that 
very difficult problem, the settlement of the 
country, which was one of the most extra- 
ordinary propositions that could be utter- 
ed, and he would regret exceedingly to 
see the whole of the fine lands of that fine 
territory dedicated even to the construc- 
tion of the Pacific Railway, and it should 
be considered whether other means would 
not be better. Last year the Minister of 
Finance had stated that the maximum 
amdunt of money that would be required 
was $25,000,000, that sum had now in- 
creased to $30,000,000, and he prophesied 
with every certainty that a good few more 
mullions would have to be added before 
the road was constructed. It was useless 
to delude themselves with pleasantries, 
Such an important matter sbould be met 
with arguments, not with smiles, and if 
the land was to be granted to build the 
road, one great object would be defeated 
—the pouring in ofa vast population into 
that unsettled but beautiful country. The 
hon, gentleman had failed to explain the 
mode in which the lands were to be given 
to the company, and in what way it would 
aftect the settlers, and the same might be 
said of the money consideration. No 
attempt had been made to say what sum 
would be required to construct the road 
per mile, or how the money advanced was 
to be repaid by the sale of lands already 
granted. When the Bill was before the 
House and some more definite informa» 
tion given, they would be prepared to 
discuss the question on its merits, but he 
desired to direct the attention of the 
House with all earnestness to the gravity 
of the proposition, and to the necessity 
that existed for seeing that the measure 
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| of the Government should not interfere 
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with the settlement of the country. The 
hon. gentleman had taken credit . to him- 
self and the Government for obtaining an 
Imperial guarantee for a loan of £2, 500, - 
000. He (Mr. Mackenzie) would not dis- 
cuss that matter now, as it would come up 
in its proper place, but he looked upon 
the acquirement of that small sum as one 
of the smallest and most beggarly feat- 
ures of the whole subject. 

The Bill was then introduced and read 
a first time. 


CIVIL SERVICE ACT. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY moved the House in 
Committee on certain resolutions respect- 
ing the Civil Service Act. He explained 
that under the Act, as it now stood, a 
a clerk in the third class, or junior second 
class, could not be promoted until he had 
served for a term of five years in his 
class. Ithad been found that the Act 
worked unjustly, as members of the Civil 
Service who were found to be competent 
to take higher positions could 
not be promoted, when vacancies occurred, 
unless they had served the time required 
by the Act in the class in which they 
happened to be ; at the same time, under 
the third section an outsider, having the 
necessary qualifications, could be brought 
intd’ the service and piaced in such higher 
position. This was evidently unjust to 
the service and should be remedied. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE. Does the hon. 
gentleman mean to say that the Govern- 
ment had not the power to transfer, and 
had not transferred a clerk from one class 
to another unless in the manner he had 
stated ? 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said that the Gov- 
ernment had notthe power and that it 
had not been done. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE could only say 
that unless his information was incorrect, 
and he did not believe it was, it had been 
done very recently, in the case of a mail 
clerk in London. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY explained that he 
had spoken with reference to the inside 
and not the outside service. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE would also take 
this opportunity of saying that although it 
it was required by the Rules of the In« 
land Revenue Department that Excise 
Officers should be subjected toa very 
rigid examination before appointment, he 
believed that such officers had been taken 
into the service without such examina- 
tion. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS said that he (Mr. 
Mackenzie) was in error in believing that 
officers had been appointed without ex- 
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amination, As, however, it had been. 
found difficult to find men possessed of 
the high attainments necessary to pass the, 
Board of Examiners, it had been thought, 
desirable to give young men an oppor- 
tunity of entering the service for the pur- 
pose of qualifying for the examination, . 
and on the understanding that their ap- 
pointments would not be confirmed unless , 
they passed such examination. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON considered the pre- 
sent Civil Service Act, like its prede- 
cessors, a sham, and would shortly become 
entirely lost. He never had any faith in 
it, and contended that it had utterly. 
failed in effecting that reform, 
in the Civil Service which. was, 
promised when it was introduced. At 
present it served the purpose of the. hon. 
gentlemen opposite in enabling them. to. 
get rid of troublesome applicants for 
office, when they wished to do so. The. . 
modification of the Act which they now. 
desired would enable them to exercise the‘ 
power of appointing whom they liked and . 
to any position. 

Mr. WORKMAN hoped that the amend. 
ments proposed to be made would allay. — 
the discontent which prevailed in some of 
the public departments in the country... 
Great dissatisfaction prevailed, in. the . 
Customs Department at Montreal, and) 
constant complaints were made to him. — 
by the employes that they had been. 
treated with injustice. He hoped the re-.. 
solutions to be introduced would tend to 
make them better satisfied. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. did 
not agree with the member for Chateau- 
guay that there was any sham in the Civil, _ 
Service Bill, or in the. working of it. In 
Kngland—and our Act was to some extent. ._ 
based upon the English one—it had been, . — 
carried out very successfully, but, head- — 
mitted that it was not always possible to, 
adhere strictly to the law in this country. ._ 
It was quite true that the Civil Service), 
was not worked with that completeness, — 
here that it was in England, but there .. 
was a very close and satisfactory approxi: 
mation to it, No one knew better than | 
the member for Chateauguay that one of 
the greatest difficulties a Minister had to. 
deal with was the arrangement and man- | 
agement of the Civil Service, and his (Sir | 
John’s) experience had been that the Go-_ 
vernment had less trouble in carrying on 
the whole. administration of the ~ 
affairs of the Dominion than they, 
had in arranging the contested claims of 
public servants. It was well known that. 
in days of old the Civil Service was little 
less than an hospital for incurables, and 
when the first Bill was introduced a great. 
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‘many persons said that it could not “be 
worked at all from the pressure that 
would be brought on the Government of 
the day by their political supporters and 
others who had been accustomed to the 
old system. But by degrees it was ap- 
proaching perfection and we now found 
that the majority of persons who came 
into the public service were young men 
who had qualified themselves for it and 
who looked forward to it as a career and a 
profession, and who felt that, if they were 
diligent and faithful in the performance 
of their duties, there was, a certainty that 
before they arrived at middle age they 
‘would hold a respectable position in so- 
ciety. It was in fact a career worthy of a 
young man of respectability and educa- 


tion. It was. true the ‘rules 
were not carried out liter- 
ally. Sometimes the pressure 


was so great that the Government might 
commit a breach of the provisions, but 
they were exceptional cases. He could 
say positively that since the present Act 
had been in operation a very great impro- 
vement had taken place in the Civil Ser- 
. The strictness of its provisions 
assisted members of Parliament in resist- 
ing undue pressure from their supporters. 
When persons who from age or incapacity 
of any kind, had no right to expect an 
appointment applied to them they could 
point to the Act and say that they 
would help them if they could, but 
that the law prevented it. in time 
he thought the Act would be carried 
out as fully and faithfully as it now is in 
England. The present proposition was 
merely to cure a defect in the Act ‘The 
Government could bring in a stranger for 
an office requiring special attainments— 


an Engineer for instance for the Public 


Works Department—but if a young man 
already in the Department as a Junior 
Clerk had qualified himself for the posi- 
tion, he was debarred by the wording of 
the Act from taking it. 

Hon. Mr: TILLEY explained that the 
complaints to which the memter for Mon- 
treal Centre had referred had no reference 
to the Civil Service Act. Those complaints 
were from the outside officers who, unlike 
others in the Dominion, were paid so much 
per day, and they complained that they 
were not employed a sufficient number of 
days during the year to sustain them. He 
would say that after the Ist of May next, 
this would be remedied, they would have 
fixed salaries and the difficulty would be 
removed. As to the salaries of other 
officers at that place he admitted that 


- gome of them were too small. 


Hon Mr. MACKENZIE referring to the 
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remarks of the Premier said, that the Eng- 
lish system was entirely different from ours 
as it was based on the competitive prin- 
ciple, and while he was aware that there 
was a great difference of opinion on the 
subject, he was in favour of having it in, 
troduced here. The proposition that was 
now made would enable the Ministry to 
act honestly and properly by the public 
servants, as he had no doubt they all did 
to the best of their ability (hear, hear and 
laughter), but it sometimes happened that 
people became Ministers who were not 
remarkable for their impartiality (hear, 
hear), and in such case he was afraid that 
some deserving officer would be overlook~ 
ed. It was open to that objection, and he 
thought it desirable to have some check 
upon it, and the best check would be a 
competitive examination which would re- 
lieve the Government of a good deal of 
responsibility. 

Mr. WORKMAN considered the salaries 
of the Customs officers at Montreal far too 
small, scarcely above starving point, and 
he hoped they would be increased. The 
Minister of Customs had said that while 
the revenue had increased at that port 
the expenses had been considerably re- 
duced; but he (Mr. Workman) did not 
believe in the cheese-paring policy of cut- 
ting down salaries. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL did not un- 
derstand that the question of remunera- 
tion was raised by the resolution before 
the House ; but if the subject were before 
the Committee, he would, after his ex- 
perience of the difficulties public servants 
had to contend with on their small sala- 


ries, be inclined to recommend a rateable 


increase in the salaries not only of the 
ordinary public servants, but of those of 
the gentlemen on the Treasury benches 
(hear, hear). He considered that the 
resolution before the House was to give 
Ministers power to override the principle 


of the Act. It would _ practically 
remove the security which the 
employes now had, as promo- 


tions could be made over the heads 
of officers without taking into considera- 
tion length of service or ability, thereby 
destroying the right of employes to 
legitimate promotion when vacancies 0c- 
curred, It would open the way to charges 
against members of the Government. 
Charges are already made, that there 1s a 
species of nepotism in the Government 
of this country, and instances could be 
named. It was unfortunate that such 
charges should have any foundation, but 
he believed they were common to most 
Governments ; even the pure Government 
of Ontario was, or would shortly be open 
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to accusations of that kind [hear, hear.] 
He (Mr. McDougall] was not inclined for 
one to destroy the force of the Act, which 
would be the result of the resolution be- 
fore the House. A great improvement 
had taken place in the public service 
under the present law, but if the measure 
now under consideration passed, he 
Houent it would destroy the value of that 
aw. 

ion. Mr. HOLTON expressed his sur- 
prise at the regret of the hon. member 
for North Lanark, as to the inadequacy of 
remuneration to Ministers, and amusingly 
reviewed the conduct of that gentleman 
as an active member of the Clear Grit 
League, which made reduction of salaries 
its principal cround, and brought sufficient 
pressure on the Minister of Finance to 
cause the reduction of Ministers’ salaries 
from £1,000 to £800, and similarly those 
of Judges. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE had listened with 
surprise to the speech of the hon. mem. 
ber for North Lanark. He remembered 
reading a letter of that gentleman to his 


constituents not long ago, in which 
after discussing the subjects to 
be brought before Parliament, he 


spoke of a reorganization of the Ministry, 
but they had heard to day that the reor- 
ganization he was in favor of was such as 
would result in the increasing of Minis. 
ter’s salaries. The hon. gentleman had 
just told them that the Government re- 
cently formed in the Province of Ontario 
was open to charges or was likely soon to 
be so, they had therefore one gentleman 
who had pledged himself that if he had no 
charges at present he would endeavor ere 
long to make charges, He had heard 
with great pleasure the statement of the 
hon. gentleman, that during his experi- 
ence in office not one of his relatives or 
connections had been appointed to the 
service, as he (Mr. Blake) had noticed 
seyeral of the same name _ in 
public returns, but the Clan Macdougall 
was very large, which no doubt accounted 
for the name appearing so often, All 
knew what the work of the servants of 
the House was, and what salaries they re- 
ceived, and he thought they deserved 
some consideration. They were told that 
the Government had never violated that 
part of the law now under discussion, but as 
they found it difficult to keep themselves 
within it they asked for authority to change 
it. The leader of the Government told 
them that in several particulars the Civil 
Service Act had been violated, it therefore 
appeared that they desired to amend that 
part of the law which they had not 
violated, but where they had already 


Hon, Mr. McDougall, 
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found it convenient to break the law they 
asked no permission. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said the 
difficulties he spoke about were not fin 
the promotion of officers in the service 
but in the operation of appointing. As 
the law at present stood, a young man 
who had already taken a position in the 
service, no matter what his qualifications 
might be, could not be promoted to any 
oftice which might become vacant, al- 
though a person could be brought from 
outside and placed above him. It 
was an. injustice to the 
service as well as to the Government. 
He regretted the remarks of the hon. 
member for North Lanark, who spoke as 
if the Government of the day required a 
check to prevent impropriety on their 
part. Ifa majority of the people con- 
sidered the Government of the day worthy 
to conduct the business of a great coun- 
try like this, surely they ought to be en: 
trusted with the power asked for in the 
resolution before the House, 

Mr. R. A. HARRISON hoped the Govern- 
ment would avail themselves of the power 
in their hands to pension officers of the 
Civil Service who were inefficient from 
old age and other causesyand that after 
such had been thoroughly weeded out of 
the service, the _ salaries of those 
remaining would be revised. Unless the 
salaries given were such as would com 
mand the services of the particular talent 
required, good men would be drawn: to 
other quarters, and the civil service would 
be filled with inferior material 


AFTER RECESS. 


Hon. Mr. POPE presented the Census 
Returns. 

The debate on the resolution to autho- 
rize the promotion of third class or junior 
second class Clerks, to any other class or 
rank in the Civil Service was then re- 
sumed. 

Mr. R. HARRISON said the law had been 
found to be a barrier between members 
and their constituents, and also between 
Ministers and members, and the Civil Sers 
vice had improved in consequence. If 
they desired to have efhcient servants they 
must pay them well, to compete with mer- 
chants, otherwise they certainly would not 
be able to retain their services. The cost 
of living and all necessaries of life had 
greatly increased during the past few 
years, but the salaries of officers of the 
Civil Service had not been comparatively 
increased, in addition to which they had 
been made to contribute to the superan- 
nuation fund, leaving them, in many ~ 
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cases, scarcely sufficient to subsist upon. He 
thought the Government of to-day could 
afford to be more liberal than in the olden 
times referred toin the afternoon debate. 
It the Government had not proposed any 
check he thought the motion might be 
objectionable as an old and efficient mem- 
ber of the Service might be passed over 
by ajunior and less efficient man. The 
resolution proposed that a return should 
be laid before the House, within ten days 
after the meeting of each Session, showing 
each case of promotion under the amend 
ment under discussion, and he considered 
that that would be sufticient’check against 
improper promotions. 

Mr. MILLS thought the check would 
have a good effect to a certain extent, but 
if the motion before the House should 
pass it would be giving the Government 
the same power as if no law regulating 
promotions was in force, and the importu 
nities of political friends would cause 
many improper appointments and promo. 
tions. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS - said 
that his own experience as « Minister had 
been that there is ten times the pressure 
brought to bear in favour of persons out. 
side the service to one in the Civil Ser- 
vice. Taking his own department 2s an 
illustration, there were a great variety of 
branches, some had to be accountants, 
thoroughly acquainted with accounts and 
book keeping. If a vacancy takes place, 
he is obliged to go outside the service to 
fill it, although there might be a person 
in the department in every way competent 
for the oflice, but who, under the present 
law, could not be appointed to it. It was 
to the advantage of every Minister to 
appoint efficient men to his department, 
and he was sure it was the desire of every 
member of the Government to fill the | 
different offices with the best men they 
could get. It was altogether a false argu- 
ment to say that the Government desired 
the power asked in the resolution to ena- 
ble them to yield to political influence 
from outside. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT suggested that the 


‘principle of competitive examinations for 


all parties entering the service should be 
adopted. He thought the Government 
should have power to make a limited 
number of promotions on special recom- 
mendation. ‘There was no doubt that 
where the principle of seniority had been 
in operation for years the result has been 
akind of dead and alive routine. The 
Return proposed to be furnished would be 
a considerable check, but he would prefer 


that the number of promotions in a given 
period should be restricted, 
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Mr. SCATCHERD did not think this 
was the proper time to increase the sala 
ries of the Civil Service, and did not think 
the country would support anything of 
the kind. He never knew any young man 
receiving $1000 or $1500 except those in 
the Civil Service and he was entirely op- 
posed to the proposition. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) asked 
whether the pressure brought on Minis- 
ters to give appointments in the Civil 
Service was to obtain energetic and indus. 
trious young men, he believed it was quite 
the contrary. Was this an argument in 
favor of increasing salaries? Certainly not. 
He thought it was a great mistake to have 
an Act to regulate the Civil Service, and 
that the Ministry of the day should be 
entirely responsible in the matter,—and 
had opposed the Civil Service Act when it 
had been introduced. The Ministers 
ought to have full liberty in the matter. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said one hon. mem- 
ber had asked to know the names of the 
parties who were pressing the Government 
on the matter. There was no pressure, 
but the point was this that unless the 
Government were enabled to give to des- 
erving men a better position than at pre- 
sent they would leave the service. He 
mentioned a case in his own Department 
in which a young man was discharging 
the duties of Assistant Accountant, but 
who under the present law could only 
receive $400 a year. This young man would 
have left the Service before now had he 
not asked him to remain-until the present 
measure could pass. In order to prevent 
any abuse the Bill provided that all ins- 
tances of the proposed promotion should 
be submitted to Parliament and with such 
a restriction no harm could result. 

Mr. FERGUSON was glad the Minister 
of Customs had spoken for he thought he 
had convinced the House that the Civil 
Service was not so desirable after all for 
many now there were thinking of leaving, 
and it would do away with the idea that 
those in the Civil Service were not fit for 
anything else. He believed the Civil. 
Service was filled with able and competent 
young men, but if they could get better 
positions outside, he hoped the Govern~ 
ment would not press for power to keep 
them, for there were equally competent 
men outside. He had never asked for an 
appointment for any friend, though he had 
had many applications, but had always 
advised them to do otherwise. He be- 
lieved that the present Government was 
the best that could be had, and would be 
very sorry ta see any change. ‘the mem- 
ber for Bothwell had suggested to the 
Government that the measure was unne- 
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cessary, and that they might attain their 
object by a small trick, merely to let any 
one who must be promoted resign his 
position, and in a few days he could be re- 
appointed to a higher post. He did not 
think the Government asked anything 
that was wrong or unreasonable. 

Mr. HARRISON explained that what 
he had intended was not to have two men 
to do one man’s work, but to have one 
good man and pay him well. 

Mr. RYAN agreed with the member for 
West Toronto. He thought there were 
too many men in the Civil Service, and 
hoped as vacancies occurred they would 
not be filled up. He referred to the 
superannuation measure, of which he ap- 
proved and hoped it would be followed by 
a measure of insurance for the benefit of 
those who died without  deriv- 
ing any good from the superannuation. 
He believed the Minister of Finance was 
connected with some Insurance Company, 
and ifso he might perhaps insure the 
lives of the employees, as he believed the 
gentleman occupying the position of 
Treasurer of Ontario had set the example 
by insuring the inanimate property of the 
Local Government in a Company of which 
he was the President. 

Dr. GRANT—If the officers of the Civil 
Service were to do their work properly 
they should be paid properly. Gentlemen 
in commercial positions were much better 
paid, and he believed something ought to 
be done for the benefit of the gentlemen 
of the Civil Service, for under present cir- 
cumstances from what he knew, with the 
large reduction for superannuation, he fear- 
ed many would be starved out, and hoped 
therefore that some radical change would 
be brought about so as toimprove their 
position. The resolution then passed 
through Committee, and a Bill was intro- 
duced, and read a first time. 


CANALS, 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN moved that on 
Tuesday the House should go into Com- 
mittee to consider the resolutions of which 
he had given notice, in relation to the 
improvement and enlargement of the 
Dominion Canals. Carried. 


CANADA PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER moved for 
a Committee on Tuesday next to consider 
certain resolutions respecting the Canada 
Pacific Railway. Carried. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 
the House should go into Committee of 
the Whole on Tuesday next to consider 
the resolution declaring it expedient to 
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indemnify the members of the Privy 
Council and all others concerned in the 
issue of a special warrant by His Excel. 
lency the Governor General for the ad- 
vance of the sum of $100,000, to meet the 
expenditure on account of the expedition. 
ary force ordered to the Province of 
Manitoba. Carried. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 
the House go into Committee of the 
Whole on Tuesday next to consider a 
resolution declaring it expedient to amend 
and consolidate, and to extend to the 
whole Dominion of Canada, the law 
respecting the inspection of certain 
staple articles of Canadian produce. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the articles 
ought to be specified. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS was not 
desirous to press the matter for Tuesday. 


There was no intention to take the House ~ 


by surprise; the intention was to go into 
Committee on the matter, to introduce a 
Bill, and then refer it to the Committee 
on Banking and Commerce. There would 
be full opportunity for discussion.—Car- 
ried. 

SUPPLY. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 
on Monday the House should go into Com- 
mittee to consider the supply to be grant- 
ed to Her Majesty.—Carried. 


SECURITY OF PUBLIC OFFICERS, 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD moved the 
second reading of the Bill, ‘An Act re- 
specting the security to be given by 
Officers of Canada.’’—Carried. j 

And the Bill passed through Com- 
mittee. 

SAVINGS BANK ACT. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the Bill, ‘An Act to 
amend the Government Savings Bank Act, 
chapter 6 of the Statutes of 1871,” 
remarked that he had received a docu- 


He © 


ment from the Town Council of Cobourg — 


as to that part of the measure relating to 
the Northumberland and Durham Savings 
Bank, stating that in those counties there 


was no incorporated charitable institution 


to which the surplus of the bank could 
be appropriated, and heartily approving 
of the measure that had been introduced. 


Hon. Mr, ANGLIN desired to direct — 


attention to what he deemed a discrepan— 
cy. Inthe case of the St. John Bank the 


appropriation of the money was not to be — 
subject to the appreval of the Governor — 


in Council, but only the apportionment of 
it, whereas in the other case the appro- 
priation itself was to be subject to the 
Governor in Council, He desired to ask 


| 
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or not, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said if 
there was any discrepancy it had 
merely arisen because in both cases the 


Government had acted exactly as recom- | 


mended by the Trustees. The Govern- | 
ment had no desire to deal with the dis- 
position of the money. The matter, how- | 
ever, could be discussed in Committee. 

Mr. BOWELL asked whether the Gov- 
ernment were aware ofthe manner in 
which the money was to be appropriated 
in the case of the Northumberland and 
Durham Bank. He had heard that it was' | 
to be devoted to the purposes of a local 
railway. The House should weigh the 
matter well before it diverted money de- 
dicated to charitable purposes, to local en- 
terprise. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said that in the 
case of the Northumberland and Durham 
Bank the money was consecrated by law 
to aspecific purpose and he did not think 
the Legislature ought to divert trust 
money widely from the object to which it 
had been consecrated. He hoped the 
Minister of Finance would be prepared in 
Committee with an amendment to limit 
the object to which the money should be 


- devoted. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it 
would be well to reserve the discussion on 


the details of the Bill until they got into 


Committee. There would then be every 
opportunity for discussion. 

Mr. BOWELL said the matter was one 
of principle, not of detail. The principle 
was whether money belonging to chari- 
table purposes should be appropriated to 
other and very different purposes, and he 
desired it to be distinctly understood that 


he did not assent to the principle. 


Hon. Mr. ANGLIN said he really doubt- 
ed very much the propriety of leaving the 
surplus at the disposal of the Trustees,— 
as they inno way represented the de- 
positors. 

Mr. MILLS asked whether the Minister 
of Justice had considered whether Parlia- 
ment had really power to deal with» this 
matter. He considered it was a question 


_ altogether for the Local Governments. 


Hon: Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said now 
that his attention had been called to the 
point he would look into it. If, however, 


_ there was to be an amendment of the 


Savings Bank Act it could only be done by 
the Dominion Parliament. 
The Bill was then read a second time. 


DOMINION NOTES. 


Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the Bill, entitled ‘‘ An 
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Act to amend the Act regulating the issue 
of Dominion Notes.” 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said that on’ the’ 
previous occasion of discussing this matter 
the Minister of Finance has stated that 
the member for Lennox had lost sight of 
the deposits, but so far from this omission 
weakening the arguments of member for 
Lennox, it would have strengthened them. 
He then referred to the Banking returns 
of 1866, comparing them with those’ of 


Notes. 


1872, and maintained that the — re- 
!marks of the Minister of Fi- 
nance were a _ very insufficient - 
answer to the member for Lennox. He 


now desired to say a few words in refer- 
ence to the merits of the measure, and 
its effects. He had been opposed to the 
whole system from its inception. He 
had held that it would result in the same 
difficulties and ruin that had attended 
similar experiments in other countries. 
Hitherto by the conservative character of 
the original act, they had been protected 
from the danger, but he felt the amend. 
ment now proposed removed much of the 
check which surrounded the original méa- 
sure. Under the present law all circulation’ 
over $9,000,000, had to be represented 
dollar for dollar in gold, and he found bya 
careful calculation of the effect of the 
change now proposed that without adding 
anything to the gold reserve, the Dominion ' 
note circulation would be increased by no 
less asum than $7,348,000, and by adding 
$2,000,000, to the gold reserve, the circu- 
lation could be increased $10,000,000 and 
so on ad infinitum. He thought this pro- 
position dangerous, and that it gave too 
much power to a Minister of Finance, and 
especially so in view of the large expen- 
diture on which they were entering. He 
did not propose to divide the House, but 
he thought it his duty to point out what 
he believed to be the operation of the 
Bill, and the objections which occurred to 
him against its being received. 

Mr. YOUNG said when the Bill for the 
issue of Dominion notes was before the 
House, there was a strong feeling through- 
out the House and the country against it, 
and that in the earlier stages of that mea- 
sure there seemed to be little probability 
of its passing, and he believed the main 
reason which induced the House to pass 
the measure was the statement of the 
Minister of Finance, that for any amount 
issued over $9,000,000 he would have ‘to 
hold dollar for dollar in gold. ‘The Act 
had gone into operation, and the Minister 
of Finance now asked that the check 
might be taken away, without the promise 
of which the original measure might not 
have,passed, It would be easily.seen that 
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in a few years the circulation might be 
double the amount of the present issue, 
and might very soon rise to $20,000,000 
The present was nota period when any. 
thing should be done likely to ciuse an 
inflation of business in the country. He 
trusted the difficulties that had been 
foreshadowed might not arise, but if, on 
the contrary, they should, the responsi- 
bility must rest with the Minister of Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT desired to refer to 
certain errors into which the Minister of 
Finance had fallen in referring to his 
(Cartwright’s) previous remarks on the 
subject. As to the statement that the 
matter wat a smallonethat was disposed 
of by the fact that without adding a dol- 
lar to the gold reserve the Minister of Fi- 
nance could gain seven or eight millions 
additional circulation. The Minister of Fi. 
nance had been pleased to say that he 
had stated that deposits were a far greater 
source of danger to banks than their cir- 
culation. It was perfectly true that de- 
posits in times of difficulty were so, but it 
was by no means the case] that deposits 
were a greater source of danger in ordi- 
nary times, the exact contrary was nearer 
the truth. Deposits were tolerably station- 
ary. Speaking of England there was there 
a large reserve of gold in constant circu- 
lation, while such was not the case in 
Canada. Moreover, in England the enor- 
mous jnvestments which the merchants 
had in all parts of the world, tended to 
bring gold there, but there was nothing of 
that kind in Canada. All the gold in Can- 
ada might be said to rest with 
the Government and the _ Banks. 
He did not think there was any present 
danger, on the contrary so long as the 
country continued prosperous, all would 
be well, but it was a well known rule that 
depressions followed periods of prosper- 
ity, and it would be unwise to expose the 
Government and the national credit to 
the risk of being driven by necessity to 
suspend specie payment. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said when 
he replied the other evening to the re- 
mark of the hon. member for Lennox, he 
had represented the course which that 
hon. gentleman had taken in the matter 
by the fable of the boy crying ‘wolf, 
wolf,’”’ and the hon member for Chateau. 
guay had then made a remark which he 
did not catch, but which he observed from 
the newspapers, was to the effect that he 
he (Sir Francis) admitted the possibility 
of the wolf’s appearance — the disaster 
being the suspension of specie 
payments. He could only say he was sga- 
tisfied there was no danger to be appre- 
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hended so long as the Government re- 
mained in office; but, of course, it was 
not impossible there might be a time 
when measures would be proposed which 
might result in the suspension of specie 
payments. Such had been the case in the 
United States and might be thecase in 
Canada. With reference to the speech 
of the hon. member for hateauguay it 
was directed, not against the Government, 
but against the banking institutions of 
the country, A more complete fallacy 
was never uttered than that uttered by 
the hon. members of Chateauguay 
and Lennox. The former had 
put forward a number of figures which 
were a total misrepresentation of our 
Banking institutions. He had placed in 
the same category the liabilities of the 
banks payable on demand, and those pay- 
able on notice. This was a great blunder, 
forif the banks got proper notice they had 
ample time to call in their debts and pre- 
pare themselves to meet every possible 
demand upon them. He [Sir Francis] 
quoted the figures from the last bank 
statement in the Gazette, in order to es- 
tablish the fact that the positions of the 
banks of Ontario and Quebec—-he did not 
speak of the banks in the other Provinces, 
because the return had not been sent in, 
but the statement doubtless held good 
with regard to them—was as sound as 
could be desired. They had ample means 
to meet all their liabilities, coming now to 
the position of the Government in regard 
to its note issue. ‘The direct effect of the 
present system was to economize the use 
of gold, and so far as gold could be econo- 
mizediwith perfect safety, it should »be done. 
If the Dominion notes in circulation were 
not in excess of what was prudent, no 
case had been made out. He argued from 
the state of the circulation that there was 
no possibility of a sudden demand being 
made upon the Government except by 
the banks, and there being little likeli- 
hood of that there was really no danger 
whatever. The hon. gentleman had talked 
about the Government pushing out the 
circulation, but the Government had no 
means of issuing their notes except through 
the banks, and it was perfectly certain the 
banks would not extend the circulation of | 
Govt. Notes beyond the business require- 
ments of the country. It was most astonish- 
ing to him to find the position taken by the 
hon. gentlemen opposite, The proposi- 
tion was reasonable in itself, and in every 
way desirable. The only difference which 
it made in the law as it stood was to allow 
the Government, as a matter of con- 
venience, to hold its reserves for notes 
above nine millions principally in bank 
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notes instead of gold—-a change which in 
no way lessened the security, because the 
position of the banks was as sound as pos- 
sible. He believed that the objections 
which had been raised were merely with a 
view toobstruct the Government in carry- 
ing out the object of the Dominion Note 
Act. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON replied, denying 
having misrepresented the position of the 
banks. He believed them to be in a 
thoroughly good position, He maintain- 
ed the change involved the complete des- 
truction of the much vaunted conservative 
element in the original measure. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS AINCKS insisted 
that the hon. member for Chateauguay 
had compared the former and present po- 
sition of the banks in the most damaging 


way. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN contended that the 
measure provided for an unlimited issue 
of paper money, and that there was really 
cause for alarm. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE threw upon the 
Finance Minister the responsibility for 
any statements that had been made injuri 
ous to the banks, for these statements 
would not have been offered if that hon. 
gentleman had not brought down this 
, Measure. He (Mr. Mackenzie) in view of 
the operations of the Finance Minister in 
the past, when a period of great depres- 
sion followed as the natural result of ex 
pansion, felt that the proposition now 
made wassuch as to give rise to well- 
_ grounded alarm. 

Mr. GIBBS said that-when the question 
had been first debated in 1866, he had op- 
posed the issue of notes by the Govern. 
ment, believing that the time would come 
_ when they might issue any amount they 
pleased without the necessary security. 
That measure having been carried, how. 
ever, he was prepared to make any pro. 
vision necessary for its most convenient 
and satisfactory working. Whatever 
liability this measure placed upon the 
banks would, he thought, be perfectly 
safe, and if the House did not think so, 
it ought not to allow the Bill to pass. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 

The House then adjourned at 10:35. 
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Monpay, 29th April, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at eight 
o’clock. 


PETITIONS. 


Hon, Mr. HAZEN, from the Committee 
on Standing Orders and Private Bills, 
reported favorably on the following peti- 
tions : 

Of the Honorable L. H. Holton, and 
others ; praying to be incorporated for 
the purpose of constructing a Railway 
through the southern frontier of the Pro- 
vince of Quebec, between the River St, 
Lawrence and the River Richelieu. 

Of Geo. H. Wilkes, and others ; pray- 
ing to be Incorporated as a Company for 
the purpose of constructing Water Works 
on the improved plan of the patent ob- 
tained by Charles H. Waterous, of the 
Town of Brantford. 

_ Of the Managers of the Ministers’ Wis 
dows and Orphans Fund, of the Synod of 
the Presbyterian Church of Canada, in 
connection with the Church of scotland, 
praying for certain amendments to their 
Act of Incorporation. 

_ OfC. Grindon, and others, of St. John, 
in reference to certain debentures. 


NOTICES OF MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACK gave notice of 
motion with respect to the lighthouse off 
St. Margaret’s Bay. 

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE gave notice 
with respect to the report of geological 
survey, 

BILLS. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL, 
the Bill from the House of Commons with 
reference to larceny of stamps was read a 
second time. 

Also a bill to correct a clerical error in 
the law respecting malicious injuries to 
property. 


PRINTING REPORT. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. SANBORN, the 
report of the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing was deferred until ‘Thursday, Mr. Daw 
son having written to the Committee since 
the Report was first submitted. 


MESSAGE. 


A message was received from His Excel- 
lency the Governor General with certain 
papers in reference to the, Washington 
Treaty. 

The House then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. Mr. DELORME, (Provencher),—Whether 

: measures have been adopted to give to 

Orrawa, April 29th, 1872. | the half-breeds the grants of land pro- 

, hy vided by the Manitoba Act; when and 

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 how distribution of such lands will. be 


and reporters were admitted at 4 p.m. made ; whether the reserves designated in 
EDINGS an Official document dated at Ottawa, 23rd 
ROUTINE PROCE ip May, 1870, will be respected ? 


A number of petitions were received, Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—AI 
among which were: the papers relative to the subject will be 
The Hon. JOHN YOUNG, of the Euro- brought down in the course of a few days, 


ean and American Telegraph Company and will speak for themselves. _ ' 
late for an extension of their charter, Mr. BOURASSA, —Whether it is the in- 


D. L. Macpherson and others, praying tention of the Government to include. in 
for an Act of Incorporation for the Inter- the estimates a sum to provide for the 
oceanic Railway. building of light houses, and the placing 

The petition of the Toronto Board of | of buoys, pronounced indispensable to the 
Trade, praying for the abolition of stamps | navigation of the river Richelieu, between 
upon promissory notes, the town of St. John and the frontier, as 

The petition of the Board of Trade of | a consequence of the visit and examina- 
Toronto, praying for the repeal of the | ton made in this locality last summer 
Insolvency Act. aud autumn, by the Trinity House Board, 

‘And the petition of the Quebec Board | and the Deputy Minister of Marine and 
of Trade, praying that the Insolvency Act Fisheries ? alt nyt 
should not be repealed. | Hon. Dr. TUPPER—Provision has been 

A message was received from His Ex- | made in the estimates for this service, — 
cellency, submitting the correspondence Mr. BEATY —Whether Detective O’ Neil 
between the Imperial Government and | of the City of Ottawais in the employ 


the Governments of Newfoundland and | and pay of the Government ? fy 
Nova Scotia, relative to the Washing- Hon. sir JOHN A. MACDONALD —Cer- 


ton Treaty, and especiall 


clauses in the Treaty. Government. ved 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE inquired con- Hon. Mr. McKEAGNEY—Whether it. is 


cerning Lord ‘Tenterden’s account of the | true, ss reported in the daily papers, 
Fenian business. | that Mr. Madden has been appointed 
Hon. Mr. GRAY moved for leave to in- | Emigration Agent fromthe Dominion of 
troduce a Bill to incorporate the Thunder | Canada to the North of Ireland ? 53 
Bay Silver Mining Bank. Hon, Mr. POPE-—As Captain Madden 
Mr. HARRISON moved to introduce a | after a sojourn of some months. in this 
Bill to amend the Insolvent Act of 1869. country was returning to Ireland, he [Mr. 
Mr. MERRITL moved for a Bill to in- | Pope] had availed himself of his services. 
corporate the St. Catherines Board of | as Immigration Agent. 
Bar egeo to to the Committee on INTERCOLONIAL | RAILWAY. 


y the fisheries tainly not in the employ of the Dominion _ 


Hon. Mr. HOWE submitted a report of Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville)— k 


the proceedings of the Indian Commis~ | Before putting his motion would ask when 
sioners of Northumberland. the report of the Commissioners would 
Mr. TREMBLAY moved for the intro= | be brought before the House. He had 
duction of the ballot system in elections. | seen a report in the newspapers purport- 
Mr. A. MORRISON moved for the in- | ing to come from the Commissioners, but 
troduction of a Bill for the incorporation | it did not contain the information he de- 
of the Fort Garry and Lake Superior Rail- | sired. 
way Company. Hou. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the re- 
Mr. WALLACE (Vancouver's Island),— | port was laid on the table the other day, 
Whether it is the intention of the Govern- | and he supposed it had gone tothe Print- 
ment to extend the Dominion system of | ing Committee. If on examination the 


Weights and Measures to British Columbia, | honourable gentleman found it did not — 


the Imperial system, at present in force in | contain the particulars he required, he 

that Province, being found very incon-/| could then make his motion, or if he 

venient to trade, owing to the adoption of | wished he covld make it now. 

the Canadian tariff? Mr. JONES thereupon moved for a 
Hon. Mr. MORRIS: [tis not the inten- | statement of costs and charges connected 

tion of the Government to do so at pre- | with the survey and management of the 

sent. Intercolonial Railway, and said that some 
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; 
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members of the House had questioned 
him as to what’‘he meant by the ‘+ Com- 
missariat Department.” He referred to 
the last report of the Commissioners, 
which gave a statement of salaries, &c, 
paid on account of Commissariat Service 
at Ottawa, and thought'the Commission- 
ers should explain, 

Mr. WALSH explained that in the early 


progress of the work it had been 
necessary to provide provisions for 
the staff on the lime, and the 


salaries of the staff were fixed according- 


ly. Paymasters had been appointed who 
purchased the supplies and paid the sal- 
aries, but they were not stationed at 
Ottawa as the honorable gentleman sup- 
posed, they were upon the work paying 
the men and purchasing the supplies. 
Since the beginning of last year, however, 
that portion of the service had been dis- 
continued. As the work had progressed the 
staff had been able to get provisions for 
themselves and their salaries had been re- 


arranged. ‘There was now no commissa- 


-yiat. He would take the opportunity of 


saying that the return about the Mirami- 


chi Bridge would, he thought, be ready to 


| 
| 


| 
| 


be brought down to morrow. 


Mr. ROSS (Centre Wellington) moved 
for a return ot the number of ploughs en- 


tered at the Port of Guelph. He desired 


the information as he had been informed 
that some ploughs had been entered free 


of duty. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY said the information 
would be furnished. 


SCHOOL ACT—NEW BRUNSWICK. 


Mr. RENAUD in moying for an address 
for the correspondence relative to the 
School Act passed by the Legislature of 
New Brunswick complained of the tyranny 
and injustice of the ‘New Brunswick School 
Law towards Roman Catholics in that 
Province. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN complained very 
strongly of the unjust working of the pre- 
sent law in New Brunswick as compared 
with the Act repealed. He said that when 
the Act now in operation was before the 
New Brunswick Assembly, the Roman 
Catholics petitioned that it should at all 
events give them rights similar to those 
enjoyed by the Protestant minority in 
Quebec,—but they petitioned in vain,— 
and the only result was that the 
Act was made to press more 
heavily upon them than it was first in- 
tended todo. ‘I'he Catholics there still 
believed that they had a remedy in ap- 
plying to the Dominion Government. He 
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| believed thatthe present Act was uncon- 
| stitutional, as it took away rights which 
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were enjoyed by the Catholics under the 
previous School Law,—which had no pro- 
vision that the schools should be non-sec- 
tarian, but on the contrary, provided 
that the children should be taught the 
principles of christianity,rorality and jus- 
tice. He then entered into an explana. 


tion. of the working ofthe old Act under 


which Counties were divided into parishes 
which elected three Trustees who, under 
the Education Board, appointed Teach- 
ers, who were paid by the Province, —so 
that in Catholic Districts, Catholic teach. 
ers were always appointed, and the child- 
ren taught the Catholic religion, not only 
orally, but by Catholic text books, and 
maintained that under the present sys- 
tem ali this was impossible. He 
sad that the old law not 
being applicable to large towns, special 
grants had hitherto been made for educa- 
tion there, which were renewed 
every year though the Legislature had 
power to suspend them. He maintained 
that under Confederation which professed 
to protect the rights of all classes, the 
present law ought not to be allowed to 
remain .in force, and that the law 
when referred to the Dominion Govs 
ernment ought not to have been treated 
as a legal question only, but as one of 
policy and justice. He compiamed that 
the Catholics had petitioned the Dominion 
Government most respectfully, feeling 
deeply the wrong they had sustained, and 
it was not for months that they received 
any answer, when they were informed 
that the law was to gointoforce. He said 
that the Local Governments were quite 
competent to decide as to whether their 
Legislation was constitutional, and it 
would be useless tosubmit that question 
alone to the Dominion Government. When 
it became known that the Act would not 
be disallowed, the Local Legislature had 
made it still more intulerable and hateful 
to the Catholics by the regulations they 
framed under it. ‘There could be no 
doubt of the soundness of the policy of 
not interfering with the Local Legislature 
where it could be avoided, but this was a 
case in which the greatest excitement and 
dissatisfaction had been occasioned 
throughout the whole Province, and he 
could imagine no good or sound reason 
why the Act was not declared void. The 
greatest hatred and excitement prevailed 
at this moment throughout the Province, 
and he appealed to the Roman Catholics 
of Quebec and throughout the whole 
Dominion, not to sit down tamely and see 
their brethrenin New Brunswick outraged, 
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insulted, and deprived of their ju-t rights 
and privileges. 

Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that on the general question whether the 
Roman Catholics of New Brunswick shouid 
have a Separate School Bill, and whether 
they should have a law similar in spirit to 
that protecting the Roman Catholics of 
Ontario and the Protestants of Quebec, 
that House could not decide, and, as a 
House could have no voice or opinion. 
The individual members of the House 
might have their individual views, but the 
matter was one in which the House could 
take no action. Individually he was very 
much at one with the hon. gentleman who 
had just spoken; and during a long Par- 
liamentary life he had shown himself con- 
sistently a friend of Separate Schools, and 
was right glad when the Catholic minority 
in his own Province secured for them- 
selves a Separate School system. It was 
known to every one that the question of 
education had threatened Confedera- 
tion at its very inception, and a 
proposition that Education should be left 
to the General Legislature of the Domin- 
ion would have been enough to secure the 
repudiation of Confederation by the peo- 
ple of Lower Canada, and it was therefore 
expressly provided in the Act of Union 
that the question should be entirely left 
to the different Provinces with the pro- 
vision that wherever there was a separate 
system in force that system should not be 
interfered with, and that any denomina- 
tion which had secured at the time of the 
passing of the Act, or which might at any 
time thereafter, by the Act of the Local 
Legislatures secure any privilege, that 
privilege should not be affected by any 
Act of the Local Legislature, and that if 
any attempt was made by that Legislature 
to set aside such privilege it would be 
void, and the Governor General was em- 
powered to see that this was carried out. 
In the matter of the Bill now in question 
the sole matter which presented itself to 
the Government was whether according to 
“the British North America Act, 1867,” 
the Legislature of New Brunswick 
had exceeded its powers. The hon, 
gentleman had complimented the Domin. 
ion Government to a certain extent on 
the absence from all interference in the 
action of the Local Legislatures since 
Confederation. As the officer primarily 
responsible on such subjects, he could 
Only say that he had taken uniform care 
to interfere in no way whatever with, any 
Act passed by. any of the Provincial Le- 


gislatures if they were within the 
scope of their jurisdiction. There 
Were only two cases in his 
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opinion in whichthe Government of the 
Dominion was justified in advising the 
disallowance of a Local Act—first, if the 
Act wasunconstitutional, and there had 
been an ‘excess of jurisdiction—and se- 
cond, if it was injurious to the interests 
of the whole Dominion. In the case of 
measures not coming within either of 
those categories, the Government would 
be unwarranted in interfering with local 
legisletion. In the present case there was 
not a doubt that the New Brunswick Le- 
gislature had acted within its jurisdiction, 
and that the Act was constitutionally 
legal and could not be impugned on that 


ground. It was a general Common 
School Act, not applying to any 
denomination or alluding to, or 


affecting any denomination, and was an 
amendment of a law of the like general 
nature forthe establishment of common 
or parish schools through the whole of 
New Brunswick, Among his colleagues 
he was happy to reckon men 
whose opinions as lawyers must 
be respected, and he had also Roman 
Catholics whose religious sincerity and 
whose desire to protect their religious 
privileges was beyond a doubt, and his 
colleagues had been unanimous that there 
were no grounds to interfere with the Act. 
As to the second ground which he had 
mentioned, on which he considered the 
Dominion Government could interfere, it 
could not be held that the Act in any way 
prejudicially affected the whole Dominion, 
because it was a law settling a Common 
School system for the Province of New 
Brunswick alone. Whether that law was 
good or bad, whether it was fair or unfair, 
was a matter for the  considera- 
tion of the representatives of the 
people of New Brunswick, and he was 
further bound to say, that in his indi- 
vidual opinion it was not a wise discretion 


to agitate against the Act on the 
ground that it repealed an Act 
which authorized a Separate School 


system. The Catholics of New Brunswick 
might think that the old Act was less ob- 
jectionable than that now in force, but 
they also objected to the old one, and 
maintained that it was not fair towards 
them. No separate school system was 
provided by that Act, and the true course 
forthe New Brunswick Catholics was to 
follow the example of those in Untario 
and fight the matter out in the Local Le- 
gislature. If the legislation was bad, if it 
bore on them unjustly, that injustice 
pressed at the polls would force the Le- 
gislature to do justice. 
Opinion a just cause, for it was for the 


interest of education that if a large body — 


They had in his 
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like the Catholics of New Brunswick. de- 
sired a separate school system they should 
have it, but it could only be obtained by 
working for it. Animportant body like 
that, holding the balance of power 
in New Brunswick could force upon 
the Legislature a Separate School system. 
They might not do it this Session, but 
they could afford to wait as the Catholics 
of Ontario waited, and the moment a 
law was secured, then they were protected 
by the provisions of the Confederation Act, 
and no power of the Local Legislature 
could ever deprive them of it. It would 
be a wonderful mistake in the Catholics of 
New Brunswick, and they would be throw. 
ing away their case if they upheld the Act 
lately repealed as being sufficient for their 
purposes, but it was a matter for them to 
decide, and it was not for Canada to dic. 
tate whit the Legislature of New Bruns 
The Government of the 
Dominion could not act, and they would 
have been guiltly of a vivlent wrench of 
the Constitution if because they might 
hold a different opinion, they should set 
up their own judgment against the 


solemn decision of a Province in a 


matter entirely within the control of chat 
Province. ‘The constitution whico had 
hitherto worked so easily and so well, 
could not survive the wrench that would 


be given if the Dominion Government 


assumed to dictate the policy or question 
the action of the Legislatures of the dif- 
ferent Provinces on subjects reserved by 
the B. N. A. Act to those Legislatures. 
Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said his co- 
religionists in New Brunswick would not 
doubt his sincerity in upholding their in- 
terests. The only question which the 


~ Dominion Government had to decide was 


whether the Act interferred with rights pre- 
viously enjoyed by Catholics in New Bruns- 
wick. [he previous Acts had never con 
ferred the right of Separate Schools, but 
there had merely been a legislation from 
year to year. He regretted very much 
the action of the Local Government, but 
as the old Act granted no Separate Schools 


to the Catholics and no special rights, 


he believed the passing of the present 
Act would tend to set the matter right, 
for if the Catholics worked and persevered, 
bearing in mind the struggle through 
which the Ontario Catholics had passed, 
and if they went to work properly, not 
fanatically, but justly, they would obtain 
the same right of Separate Schools that 
had been granted in Ontario. 


ment, how in Quebec ihe great majority 
of Catholics had treated the Protestants 
With such liberality and generosity, and 
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let them persevere and they would not fail 
to obtain their just rights. 


Mr. BELLEROSE said it was understood 
when the Act of Confederation was passed 
that the rights of minorities in the matter 
of education would be preserved; but by 
the legislition of the Local Legislature of 
New Brunswick this wise provision had 
been lost sight of, and a sort of injustice 
had been perpetrated towards Roman 
Catholics, against which he protested. He 
characterized the proceedings ef the Local 
Legislature as an outrage to his co- 
religionists, and he would earnestly oppose 
them. In Quebec there was liberality to- 
wards the Protestant community, and he 
insisted upon a similar liberality towards 
Roman Catholics in New Brunswick. Under 
the old. law the parishioners had the right 
to state what amount of education they 
might have conferred upon their children, 
but now they were wholly at the mercy of 
the Protestant School Commissioners. 
There was, in truth, no law for Catholics 
in New Brunswick, as far as education 
was concerned. The law was compulsory 
to the extent that all the moneys sent 
into the County Treasurer’s hands, the in- 
terests and wishes of Roman Catholics 
being to that extent, at all events, com- 
pletely lost sight of. Some persons who 
laughed now while he was speaking of 
Roman Catholic rights in New Brunswick, 
spoke themselves scmewhat. energetically 
about the people’s rights in Manitoba, 
The Catholic minority m New Brunswick 
may not have any rights ina legal point 
of view, but, honestly considered, they 
had rights which they would not readily 
cast aside. ‘They had, or rather were 
entitled to privileges which no Govern- 
ment could properly infringe upon. 

It being 6 o’clock, the House then rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The debate on the motion of Mr. 
Renaud for correspondence relating to the 
School Act passed by the Legislature of 
New Brunswick, was resumed. 

Mr. BELLEROSE maintained that there 
was a great difference in the position of 
the minority in New Brunswick, as com- 
pared with that in Ontario. In the latter 
they had the support of the members 
from Lower Canada ; whilst in the former 
they were at the mercy of the majority. 
He approved the liberality of the Con- 
federation Act in securing to the minority 
in Quebec their rights, but demanded if 
these had not beenalso secured to the 
minority in New Brunswick, 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
while provisions had been made in Ontario 
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and Quebec for the protection of minori- | 
ties, no such provision had been made in 
New Brunswick. During the discussion 
no suggestion had been made as to the 
rights of Roman Catholics. ‘The R. C. 
Bishop of New Brunswick had written 
letters in favor of Confederation, but in 
no case was there a provision made for 
protection to the Roman Catholics of New 
Brunswick. He contended that thero 
should be exactly the same _ privileges 
granted to Roman Catholics in New Bruns- 
wick as there were in the Provinceof | 
Quebec. 

Hon. Mr. GRAY wished to correct a 
statement made by the member for Laval, 
that the Roman Catholics of New Bruns- 
wick had been deceived by that which 
took place at the conference at Quebec 
being changed by the proceedings at 
Westminster. The practice of the Legis- 
lature of New Brunswick had been to give, 
by an annual vote, a certain subsidy to 
each denominational school, but there 
was no law by which that grant was sus- 
tained, and it was not incumbent on the 
Legislature to give it. The policy adopted. 
at Quebec was confined to the two Pro- 
vinces where such a law did exist, but at 
Westminster it was proposed to extend 
the same provision to New Brunswick and | 
Nova Scotia, as Ontario and Quebec. As a 
representative of the Province of New 
Brunswick he declinel to enter into the 
propriety of that Province legislating on 
the subject under discussion, which he 
considered was ajmatter exclusively tor 
Local Legislation. The Roman Catiolics | 
of that Province were a large and influen- 
tial body, and it was quite in the power of 
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the Province to legislate as the interests 
of her people might demand. 

Mr. BELLEROSE said that the words 
‘‘ have by law’? had been added at West- 
minster, and it was to those words that he 
took objection. 

Mr. COSPfIGAN said that the member 
for Gloucester (Mr. Anglin) had in his 
opinion honestly, fairly, and independent- 
ly represented the views of the Roman 
Catholics of New Brunswick, and he 
thought he might also say of a very large 
portion of the Protestants. It was unfor- 
tunate when questions came before Par- 
liament which provoked religious discus- 
sions, but this question did not necessarily 
do so. It was not a question of the 
Catholics trying to overcome the Protes. 
tant influence, it was simply a right that 
they felt entitled to that they tried to 
protect. It was aright that they had long 
enjoyed and felt grieved that it was taken 
from them. If their wishes had been 
carried out it would not have affected the 
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Protestants in any way. As to the con- 
stitutionality of the measure, there was but 
one feeling throughout the 
Province, and that was that 
the act of the Local Legislature was 
in direct violation of the Constitution. It 
had been said that there was no law in 
New Brunswick by which separate schools 
were in existence. He contended that 


New Brunswick. 


| such laws had existed, under which Cath- 


olic schools were established and main- — 


tained by annual vote of the Legislature, 
similar grants being voted for schools 
of all other denominations. Under these 
laws Catholics were in a position to estab- 
lish schools and employ Catholic teachers, 
and could call upon the Government to 
pay their teachers out of the public funds, 
and that right would now exist but for the 


| measure complained of. He could not un- 


derstand how the argument could be used 
that the Catholics enjoyed no privileges 
by law in that Province. It was 
true there was no law such as in On- 
tario and Quebec, specially providing for 
sectarian schools, but he contended that 
under the law they had Catholic and 
French schools which were kept up at the 
expense of the country. The objection 
taken by the honourable member for 
Laval he understood to be that while in 
the Quebec’resolutions the rights of Ca. 
tholics in the different Provinces were 
guaranteed, (and it was not then believed 


that these rights should exist by virtueof — 


any law) the resolutions as altered at 
Westminster provided that where separate 
schools existed by law at the union their 


rights should rot beaffected, As it was © 


now contended that there was no law re- 
cognizing Catholic schools in New Bruns- 
wick it would almost seem _ that 
those words had been put in for the 
purpose of working against the Catholics 
of New Brunswick. It had been said by 
the Minister of Justice that the Catho- 
lics of New Brunswick must, from the posi- 
tion they occupy in that Province, be able 
to exercise sufficient influence on the 
legislation of the country to secure a 
Separate School law, and he had cited the 
success of the Catholics in )Ontario. But 


it must be remembered thatthe minority © 


in Upper Canada had the influence of 60 
or 65 Catholics from Lower Canada to 
assist them. ‘Ihe Catholics of New Bruns- 
wick were not in such a position. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CAR1L1ER.—The 
honourable gentleman will recollect that 


the Catholics were in a minority in the © 


Parliament of Canada. 
Mr. COSTIGAN—No doubt that was cor- 
rect, but the ditference was not so great 


as in New Brunswick, and they exercised | 
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more influence in the Canadian Parlia- 
ment than the Catholics of New Bruns- 
wick could expect to exercise in their Le- 
gislature. He’ felt proud to see that spirit 
of liberality and fair play which the Ca- 
tholic majority of Quebes displayed to- 
wards the Protestant minority in that 
Province. He consi.lered that the action 
of the Legislature of New Brunswick was 
not in the interests of the country. It had 
already interfered with immigration and 
had been the cause of driving from his 
part of the country settlers both from the 
United States and from Quebec. If there 
was any possibility of disallowing the 
law it should not in the _ in- 
terests of the Province have been allowed 

to exist. Before sitting down he felt it 
bis duty to express on behalf of the Ca- 
tholics of New Brunswick as well as him- 
self his gratification at the sympathy, aid 
and encouragement they had received in 
the defence of their rights from lberal- 
minded Protestants in the Province. (Ap- 
plause. ) 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN said that what the 
Catholics had asked for was, that if the 
_ system of direct taxation was adopted, 

they should have the same rights that 

_ Protestants had in Quebec: In applying 

tothe Dominion Government, they con- 

sidered that as they were being deprived 
of rights which they had enjoyed under 

the old law, that Government might well 
“interfere. He feared the Minister of Ju~ 
tice and the Minister of Militia were mis- 
taken in saying that the Catholics were 
gure to succeed if they persevered; but 
they would never relinquish the fight, 
however desperate it might be. 

_ Mr. PICKARD was entirely opposed to 
denomination grants, and was sorry to 

hear the Minister of Justice advise that 
the matter should be taken to the polls, 
for it only caused ill feeling and hatred. 
He maintained that education should be 
carried more than at present into the 
country districts. He thought that if the 
whole people joined together to carry out 
the spirit of the law, it would be much 

better than the present opposition and 
hostility; and that the greatest good 
would be effected ty non denominational 
schools. The matter ought to have been 
left to New Brunswick, and not curried 
here. 

_Mr. COSTIGAN desired to repeat that 
in a mixed population schools might be 
sustained acceptable to all parties, but 

that where the population was entirely 
Catholic, they ought to have a Catholic 
school, 

Mr. JOLY said the Province of Quebec 

had set an example in this matter which 
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had been followed in Ontario and which 
he hoped would be followed in New 
Brunswick. Ifit were possible to have 
such a system of education as that pro-- 
posed in New Brunswick, a system where 
all parties could be educated together. it 

would be the best system possible. But 
this was utterly impossible. Poor people, 

struggling for their living, had not much 
time to devote to education, and _ it 

ought to be endeavored to give them as 

much education as possible. As a Pro- 

testant he thought it his duty to help 
Catholics to have schools of their own as 
Protestants had. 

The motion was then carried. 


New Brunswick. 


SENATE. 


Mr. MILLS moved a resolution declar- 
ing the present mode of constituting the 
Senate inconsistent with the Federal 
principle of Government. He said that if 
the question of a nominated Cham- 
ber had been’ submitted to the 
country at the time of Confederation, they 
would have decided against it. It was 
simply a step in the direction of the Eng- 
lish House of Lords, and maintained that 
such a House was altogether unsuited to 
the circumstances of Canada. In England 
the Peers gained great experience in the 
Lower House, and by their action there 
gained the confidence of the country. 
They represented a great power in the 
country there. ‘they possessed power 
which was not conferred on the Senate 
here,—in England each body, the Crown, 
the Peers and Commons was a check on 
the other, whereas in Canada what power 
had the Commons over the Senate. The 
Government of course raised their own 
friends to that Chamber, and so when 
there should be a change of Government 
the Senate might not be in harmony with 
the incoming administration. There was. 
no valid reason for the principle of nomi- 
nation being introduced into the second 
Chamber. ‘The power of the Commons 
lay in its representative character, and 
untilthe Senate was on the same basis it 
would never.be a great power. If a House 
was formed of the representatives of one 
class only, it could never be an influential 
body. He complained that a Senate, while 
nominated, must necessarily be greatly of 
one class. Hestated the Legislative Coun- 
cil of old Canada while nominated, had had 
little influence but that so soon as it be: 
came elective, its character at once chang) 
ed, and it very soon included some of the 
ablest men of the country. He believed 
that a nominated body must steadily 
degenerate. In a country like Canada 
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changes succeeded each most rapidly, 
villages became cities, hamlets became 
towns, and in proportion as a country 
prospered and progressed so it became 
necessary that a Legislative body should 
not be long lived. ‘Che Senate at present 
had no hold on the popular sympathy, and 
was no check on the Commons. ‘The only 
benefit of a second chamber was to im- 
press on the other Chamber, the thought 
that their action had to be submiited to 
another power, and so there was less 
likelihood of the rights of a minority 
being overridden. Each Province ought 
to have the control of its own appoint- 
ments so that they might be contident 
that their rights were upheld by both 
bodies. The two modes in which only a 
Senate could properly be appointed were 
first to divide the whole country into 
Electoral districts for the Senate, or that 
the ‘appointments should be made 
by the Local Governments. He did not 
think that reform should be delayed 
until that reform was absolutely needed 
and thought the constitution of the Sen- 
ate should be modified at an early day. 

Mr. ROSS (Victoria) complained that 
such matters should be allowed to occupy 
the time of the House. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
he always listened with pleasure to the 
remarks of the member for Bothwell, but 
in this instance he would have preferred 
that his speech had been presented as an 
essay or review in one of the periodicals 
of the day. The hon. member, however, 
had not exhausted the subject, and he 
would suggest therefore that he should 
elaborate his address and give it to them 
in a paper which could be read quietly in 
leisure time. { 

Mr. MILLS —Will you act on it? 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
he would act on it if he agreed with his 
hon. friend. The hon. member had said 
however that the English constitution was 
a matter of slow development, and was 
only altered when expedience 
showed that some _ portion of that 
constitution acted prejudicially to the 


public interest. Then Canada 
might take an example from 
that. Her constitution was one un.- 


der which the country was well governed, 
and prosperous, and against which there 
was no complaint. No evil as yet had 
arisen from the constitution of either 
chamber, or the balance of power between 
the Executive and the Legislative. Why 
then not follow the example of England, 
and work the system so long as no evil 
resulted. If it should be found that the 
Upper Chamber was obstructive and that 
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|a change was absolutely required for the 

| well working of the Commonwealth, it 
would then be open to move the resolu- 
tion, but at present he thought the House 
would certainly vote it down. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the Minister of © 
Justice seemed to admit that the time 
might come when it would be for the 
good of the Commonwealth to abolish the 
Upper Chamber. He did not think such 
an observation was proper to be made. 
He believed that the existence of an Up- 

| per Chamber properly constituted was 
essential, At present, however, there was 
the form without the substance for no 
one could deny that however respectable 
the Upper Chamber might be, its delibe- 
rations and actions had not that influence 
throughout. the country which had 
been expected of it, and which they 
ought to have. Selections were made 
from time to time by Government, from 
among their triends and therefore at no 
distant future it must be expected that 
they would be a _ purely nominational 
body, in no way representative, and 
the results spoken of by the member for — 
Bothwell might then ensue. If the Sena- — 
tors were elected, the federal system — 
would come more thoroughly into 
play and a_ seat in the Senate 
would become an object of ambition toa 
much greater extent than at present, 
and he did not doubt thatthe time was 
not far distant when such a change would 
take place. 

Hon. Mr. HOWE said that the second 
Chamber had always been nominated in 
all the !’provinces, and he asked whether 
the Senate was not a body of intelligent 
and honorable. men, discharging their 
duties in an efficient and proper manner. 
No harm had yet resulted, and it was cer- 
tainly unnecessary to have a change. The 
reason of the greater influence of the Com- 
mons was that it dealt with all money mat- 
ters. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that in the — 
debates on Confederation he had strongly 
supported a nomination principle for the 
Upper Chamber, presuming that every 

overnment would endeavor to fill the 
Upper House with representative men, 
and he believed that such a plan fairly 
carried out would be the best. The ex- 
perience of the past few years, however, 
had modified his opinions, and whether 
the time for change had yet come or not, 
he believed a change to be inevitable. 
Hon. gentlemen opposite could not deny 
that the power of nomination to the — 
Senate had been abused, and that their 
supporters who could not retain their 
seats in the Commons had been placed 
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induced him to modify his opinions, 
Where such an outrage was possible, a 
remedy must be provided. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD 
said he could not possibly 
allow the remarks of the hon. 


member to pass without reply. He denied 
the statement, that the Government 
had in any way acted improperly in the 
matter ot appointments to the Senate 
and said that they had used wise discre- 
tion in every appointment from the time 
of the first election till the present mo- 
ment. There had not been a single gentle. 
man appointed who was not a credit to the 
Government and to the Chamber. ‘The 
Senate, as now constituted, was equal to 
the Cominons, or to the Senate of the 
United States in standing and intellect, 
and would compare favorably with any 
similar body in the world. When the 
hon. gentleman had used such language 
as that an outrage had been committed, 
he must have been ignorant of the force 
and value of language, and he challenged 
the hon. gentleman to mention one in- 
stance in which there had been any im- 
proper appointment. With regard to the 
Provinces of Upper Canada, and 
Lower Canada, — a_ full selection 
was made without reference to politi- 
cal principles. in the Province of Upper 
Canada a fair arrangement was made be. 
tween himselfand the Hon. George Brown, 
then and now the leader of the party of 
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Macken- 
zie) is a member, and although Mr. Brown 
retired from the Government betore the 
selection was made, he (Sir John) felt 
that still the arrangement was obliga. 
tory, and he asked his hon. friend from 
North Lanark, and the present Lieute- 
nant Governor of Ontario,—the reprecen- 
tatives of the Reform partyin the Govern- 
ment of the day—to sit down with him and 
select the twenty-four men for the Senate. 
He [SirJohn] wrote a name, choosing 
from his own purty, and they 
selected their man, and the consequence 
was 12 Reformers and 12 Conservatives 
were elected to sit in that Chamber, and 
no one knew beiter than his hon. friend 
that it was a fair understanding that the 
claims of members of the Legislative 
Council of old Canada to seats in the Se- 
nate should be considered as vacancies 
might take place, and that had been faith- 
fully carried out. 

Hon. Mr, MACKENZIE—Hear, hear, 

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—As vacan. 
cies had taken place Legislative Council- 
lors had been appointed, with one excep 
tion. Mr. Walter McCrae, a Reformer, 
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from personal and family reasons, desired 
to get a seat on the Bench, he (Sir John) 
was exceedingly anxious to help him, be- 


cause he was a good lawyer, 
and a good man, and 
would be a credit to the Bench. 


When he was offered a seat on the Bench 
he said he was exceedingly anxious on his 
Own and family account to take the gi- 
tuation, but he was in the difficulty that 
the remaining member of the old Legis- 
lative Council, who was at all likely to be 
selected to fill the office, was of the Con- 
Servative stripe, and if he should give up 
his seat it would be said that he had done 
so in order to allow him (Sir John) to ap- 
point a Tory, when he (Sir J ohn) said he 
would have no objection to naming a Re- 
former, and asked if the Hon. Frank: 
Smith of Toronto, would satisfy that 
category, and no one knew bet- 
ter than his honorable friend from 
Lambton that the Hon. Frank Smith was 
a Reformer. He was glad to have the Op- 
portunity of offering that gentleman a seat 
in the Senate as also of paying a compli. 
ment to the Irish Catholics of Ontario by 
placing aman of their class in the Senate, 
and he did not think the hon. member 
for Lambton would say that the appoint- 
ment had at all damaged the dignity, vse- 
fulness or standing of that assembly. 

Mr. JONES (Halifax] said that the aps 
pointment to the Senate, from the Pro- 
vince of Nova Scotia were created by 
means whicha great majority of the peo- 
ple did not agree to, and but one of those 
chosen enjoyed the confidence of the 
people. He held that the Local Legisla- 
tures of the Provinces are the best J udges 
of, and should select those who are to 
represent them in the Upper House. 
He referred to the resolutions of the 
Maritime Provinces’ Repeal Delegation, 
and the part the now Secretary of State 
for the Provinces took therein. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS had not 
intended to address the House on this 
subject, but allusion had been made to 
him, both by the hon. gentleman who 
proposed the resolution, and the hon 
member for Lambton. ‘lhe hon. gentleman 
had said that he had seen occasion 10 
modify his opinions on this matter, and he 
(sir F. Hincks) might also tind occasion to 
modify his views, le had referred toa 
Government of which he (Sir Francis) was 
a member, bringing fo ward a scheme to 
make the Legislative Council elective. It 
was perfectly well known that members 
of a Government sometimes have to give 
way their own opinions in order to carry 
on that Government. At the time the 
Government of which he was a member 
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was formed, it was essentially necessary 
to the success of that Government that 
he should support the gentleman who 
especially enjoyed the confidence of the 
people of Lower Canada—he referred to 
the late Judge Moran—who enjoyed the 
respect of every one who knew him. 
There was a very strong feeling in Lower 
Canada in favor of an elective Legislative 
Council. Mr. Moran insisted that the 


principle of an elective Legislative Council | 


should be adopted, and it was with the 
greatest reluctance that he (Sir Hrancis 
Hincks) gave way on that point His old 
friend, Mr. Baldwin had opposed the prin- 
ciple of an elective Legislative Council. 
He (Sir F.) had not so strong an opinion, 
and as other matters of importance were 


earried out, and concessions made to the | 


Re‘ormers of Upper Vanada, at that time, 
it was considered inat the mea— 
gure for an elective Legislative Council 
should he brought forward. 
always thought that there was great dan- 
ger of collision where there were two elec. 
tive bodies. He hoped the hon. gentle- 
man would withdraw his motiou. te was 
glad of this opportunity 


a member, and which proposed to niake 
the Legislative Council elective. At 


that time he yielded his own opinions with | 


reluctance to opinions which were then 


entertained by all his colleagues from | 


Lower Canada. 
Hon. JOS HOWE—In reply to the hon. 


member tor Halifax, said that when that | 


old manifesto was written he believed 


every word of it, and he was of opinion | 
that the larger numberof the representa- 


tives of the Province of Nova Scotia chosen 
at Confederation did not at that time share 
the opinions of a majority of the peo- 
ple. With regard to those gentlemen he 
had had influence in appointing to the 
Senate—the first vacancy was offered to 


Mr. Wm, “tairs, brother-in-law of the hon. | 
member for Halifax, one of the wealthiest | 
in the | 


and most liveral minded men 
Province. He regretted that Mr. Stairs 
had not accepted, as he was chairman of 
the anti-Confederate League, and had 
the confidence of the people. Mr. North- 
rup was next ofiered a seat in the Senate, 
and declined, but subsequently accepted 
another vacancy. He presumed that Mr. 
Northrup could have got any one of half 
a dozen seats in Nova Sotia. His jiather 
had for thirty years been one of his, (Mr. 
Howe's) warmest perseual and political 
friends, and by his side, aided by his 
whole family, had fought the batile of 
civil and religious liberty and of respon- 
sible government, long before ihe mems 


How. Sir J. A. Maodonald. 
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to explain his | 
action with 2 Government of which he was | 
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| ber for Halifax had been heard of asa 

public man. As to Senator Northrup, when 
selected, he represented the Metropolitan 
| County of Halifax, and might, had he 
_ chosen, have represented Hants long ago. 
“Next came Mr. McLellan, whose father 
| for twenty years represented a constitu- 
ency) of Nova Scotia, advocating all im~- 
provements and reforms, and when the 
old man died young McLellan inherited 
his father’s position, his talents and part 
of his wealth. The member for Halifax 
had said that he could not be elected for 
Colchester, whereas, when selected he 
represented that county, and after his 
elevation the county was triumphantly 
| carried in spite of the exertions of Mr. 
Jones and his friends, 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER felt it his duty to 
repel the unjust and unfounded imputa- 
| tions cast by the honorable member for 
' the County of Halifax upon a body of 
gentlemen than whom, he was bound to 
| say, their superiors did not sit in either 
branch of this Legislature. The hon. gen: 
| tleman had undertaken to say that gentle: 
| men who were recommended for the Senate 

by the Government of Nova Scoiia of which 
| he (Dr. Tupper) had the honor to be the 
head, obtained those positions ina mun- 
'ner undeserving the high positions to 
which they were called. The honourable 
| member knew that when the leader of the 
liberal Opposition in the Lower House in 
| Nova Scotia, following the dignified and 
exalted example which had been set them 
by the two great parties in old Canada, 
joined hands with him (Dr. Tupper) in 
enjeavouring to accomplish the great 
question of the Union of the Provinces, 
he (Dr. Tupper) adopted: the same course 
in reference to the party with which they 
were connected as the first Minister of 
the Crown had stated he felt bound to 
adopt with regard to the great liberal 
party of Canada. When the Senate was 
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chosen, the first thing done was to 
tender the twelve seats at the dis- 
posal of Nova Scotia to twelve 


members of the Legislative Council. He 
would ask the hon. member how he dared 
utter the imputation in this House that he 
[Dr. ‘Cupper] carried the union in 
the Legislature ot Nova Scotia by 
the corrupt means which he had insin- 
uated, while he was able to rise in his seat 
and say that of the two thirds majority 
that carried that measure in Nova Scotia 
in the public assembly, not a man Was 
offered a seat in the Senate, until all 
the twelve seats had been tendered to 
' the members of the Legislative Council. 
Eight were accepted by those gentlemen, 
six of these at the nomination of the 
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Liberal party. ‘the hon. gentleman has 
stated that these ;men were unworthy of 
of the high position. ‘Vould he state to 
this House in the hearing of the gentle. 
men in the Senate, that Sir Mdward 
Kenny was unworthy of his position? He 
[Sir Edward] was an Irish Roman Catho- 
lic, who by his industry, talent, and his 
manly conduct in every position in life, 
had raised himself to the position of one 
of the first merchants in the Province. 
He was a gentleman who commanded the 
undivided respect and confidence of men 
of all classes. He had filled the high and 
honourable position of President of the 


Legislative Council, for a long series of 


years, in Nova Scotia, and when called to 
the senate it was felt by all that no man in 
the length and breadth of Nova Scotia 
was more deserving. John H, Ander- 
son was another Senator who hid done 
credit to himself and country. 
long and laborious service in the, Legisla- 
ture, and having attained a position as 
- one of the first merchants in the country, 
he went down to his grave honoured and 
respected by all. He was another of the 
gentlemen upon whose memory this dis- 
graceful and uncalled for imputation was 
now cast vy the member for Halifax. The 
Hon. T. D. Archibald again was one of the 
foremost mén in the country. A gentle- 
- man who dignified the seat which he filled, 
who had held not only a seat in the Legis- 
lative Council, but who had been honored 
by the confidence of a large ma- 
jority of the people of ‘the 
country, and had occupied the position of 
an Executive Councillor. Mr. Weir had 
also passed away. He was, as the honor- 
able jentleman knew, one of the most 
enterprising merchants that Nova Scotia 
ever had, and had represented several 
constituencies in the Province. And yet 
this gentleman who had received the con- 
fidence of county,after county, and who 


had been held in high estimation by all | get a majority in the Senate. 


classes must also have his memory vilified 
as far as it was in the power of the hon- 
' orable member for Halifax to do so. 
Mr. Miller was another. He was a 
Roman Catholic gentleman, second to no 
man of his creei and class in Nova 
Scotia in point of talent. 
the contidence of the country, and the 
imputation that he purchased his seat in 
the Senate by the support that he gave 
to Confederation was as unfounded 


man. He (Mr. Miller), representing one 
of the constituencies of Nova Scotia, 
came forward in the interests of his coun- 
try, and avowed in a manly manner that 
he was himself conyinced that the great 


He possessed | > same 
|lege in reference to the initiation of 
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measure which it is now known involved 
the prosperity of the whole Dominion was 
worthy of his support, and he gave that 
support without the slightest inducement 
of any kind. Of all these gentlemen 
called to the Senate there was not one of 
them but who had enjoyed the confidence 
of constituencies in Nova Scotia, except 
Sir Edward Kenny, Mr. Dickey, and Mr. 
Archibald. He would not pursue the 
subject any further, but would merely say 
that the imsinuations of the _ hon. 
member were entirely undeserved, and 
unworthy of him and the occasion The 
hon, member for Bothwell had stated to 
the House that in Canada, where it had 
been tried, the elective system for 
the Upper House had been perfectly 
successful. He would ask the House if it 
had no significance that the men, not of 
one party, but of all parties, who met 
together at the Quebec Conference, and 
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| who had sat down and given full consider- 


ation to the best system for the Govern- 
ment of the Country—men who had tried 
the elective system—should have resolved 
to go back to the nominative system? The 
honorable gentleman said that the people 
would have condemned that choice, but 
he gave no evidence oi that. He knew that 
the men who framed this scheme were 
sustained by popular sentiment in this 
country at the elections which followed. 
The press of the country was silent on 
the point, and with such evidence as this 
we had a right to believe, until there was 
something more than a mere philosophical 
expression of sentiment to the contrary, 
that the system adopted was a wise one 
and in accordance with the wishes of the 
people. The honorable gentleman had 
expressed fears that the Senate would 
become too independent, and that as the 
Government could not increase their num- 
ber they would get beyond control, and 
that the Government would not,be able to 


He (Dr. 
Tupper) thought that this result 
' would’ be more likely to follow 
the adoption of the elective 


| 


a | 


statement as ever passed the mouth of | e t 
| resolution, and not bring it forward again 


| system when there would be two bodies 
' chosen by the people, 


with co-ordinate 
powers, drawing their power from the peo- 
ple directly, and claiming the same priv1- 


money vites. He concurred with the 
hon. member for Lambton, that after the 
discussion which had taken place the 
wisest course would be to withdraw the 


until there was some indication that the 
public sentiment of the country desired 
it. The people would shortly have an 
opportunity of saying whether this impor- 
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tant function of the Crown had been en- 
trusted to safe hands or not. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL asked what evi- 
dence had been adduced to shew that a 
change of constitution was desired by the 
people. He thought that ought to be 
the first consideration. He thought the 
constitution had been a success, and was 
not aware that any part of the country 
desired a change. When the Quebec 
convention had been held he had advo~ 
cated an elective principle in the 
Upper House, but the decision 
of the large majority of the delegates was 
against that view, and in favor of the 
nominative principle ; and the great advo- 
cate of that principle on that occasion was 
the political leader of the Opposition. He 
was not disposed to make a change until 
the constitution had had a fair trial and 
until it was shewn that the Senate was an 
obstruction, Every man who wished well to 
his country would uphold the constitution. 
The Federal principle should be restrained 
and kept within proper bonnis and the 
Dominion House should represent the 
whole countr», standing together, passing 
laws for the benefit of the whole country. 
He thought these theoretical questions 
should not be raised while there were so 
many practical matters to be dealt with. 

Mr. MILLS was quite as sincere in his 
convictions and his desire for the public 
good as anyone. He believed that though 
the Quebec Convention decided in favor of 
the nominative principle, the people at 
large held a different opinion. It had 
been said that no change should be made 
until the necessity arose, as was the cese 
in England. Canada and England, how- 
ever, were infvery different positions. The 
constitution of Canada had not grown 
gradually and naturally as that of Eng- 
land had, and he thought it was not wise 
to wait for some calamity before making a 
change. Was there any propriety in giy- 
ing @ Province a number of representa- 
tives in the Senate to protect the interests 
of that Province, and yet placing the up 
pointment of those representatives in the 
the hands of the Government, which 
might be in antagonism with that Pro- 
vince? Hon. gentlemen opposite had 
upheld the high standing of the Senate, 
and yet in the beginning they had been 
compelled to come to the House of Com- 
mons for a Speaker. Why should the 
Speaker of the Sen ite be appvinted by the 
Crown, while the Commons appointed their 
own Speaker. In the framing of the con- 
stitution, that of England had heen copied 
instead of Leing adapted to the ditterent 
circumstances of Canada. He referred to 


the Speech of the member for Lanark at | 


Hon. Dr. Tupper. 
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Hamilton which hac been stated to be in 
favour of Annexation. He believed that 
if ever there were a change it would be in 
the direction of acloser change with the 
Mother Country, and that a state of indes 
pendence under the circumstances would 
be the weakest possihbie position. If the 
member for Lanark could talk on such an 
agitating subject, whv should not he [Mr. 
Mills] advocate a constitutional change 
which he believed would be a great bene- 
fitto the country. He withdrew his reso- 
lution. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE referred to his 
statement respecting the Government 
having outraged the Constitution, and he 
now desired to state his reason for that 
remark, about which the Minister of Jus- 
tice, not now in the House, had taken him 
to task. He stated that two sessions ago 
Government had appointed Mr. McLens« 
nan to the Senate, so that he might re- 
tain a salary of $3,000 as Intercolonial 
Railway Commissioner, and that the Con- 
stitution was outraged and the priviliges 
of the Senate violated by the appont-— 
ment. It was with great pain that the oc- 
currences of the last few years had com- 
pelled him to modify his opinions. He_-re- 
ferred to the speech of the Hon. Mr. 
Dunkin at Quebec pointing to some other 
mode of appointments to the Senate than 
that now in force and stated that he still 
believed the two Houses should be con- 
stituted differently, and only modified 
that opinion because Government had 
not properly carried the theory into prac- 
tice. He maintained that so far from the 
people being altogether in favor of the 
nominative principle, he had+ found, in 
the course of his numerous meetings at 
the time of Confederation that they were 
very generally opposed to it. 


Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU referred to the 
statement of the member for Lanark and 
denied that there had Been any outrage 
in a simple appointment to the Senate, 


Hon. Mr. MACK ANZIE said that it was 
never intended that the Senate should be 
tor placemen. 


Hon, Mr. CHAUVEAU said there was 
no law to prevent the appointment of 
place-holders to the Senate. Referring to 
the elective and nominative principles he 
said that it was generally agreed at the 
Convention that the rights of the people 
would be best protected by having the 
Upper Chamber nominated. He did not 
think the hon. member for Lambton had 
made out any ground for the grave 
charge he had brought against the Govern: 
ment, 

Che motion was tien withdrawn, 
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COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY. 


Fon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS then moved 
the House into Committee of Supply and 
several unopposed resolutions were 

passed. 
_ House adjourned at 11.40. 


SENATE. 
Tugspay, 30th April, (872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o’clock. 


DIVORCE. 


Richard Martin, Barrister-at-Law, ap- 
peared at the Bar, and gave testimony to 
the effect of having served certain papers 
on the respondent at Suspension Bridge, 
N.Y. The petition of J. Robert Martin 
for an act of divorce from his wife was then 
read and referred to Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders and Private Bills. 


NARROW vs. BROAD GUAGE. 


Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD, in accordance 
with his notice of enquiry, then brought 
forward a large number of authorities to 
show the advantages that the country 
would derive from having the Intercoloni- 
al Railway constructed on the narrow 
instead of the broad guage. In the first 
place he stated that he deeply regretted 

_ that the Government of the day had not 
graciously yielded to the voice of the ma- 
jority when this question was brought up 
in the Commons two years ago. He pre- 

sumed he was not incorrect in stating 
that a majority were in tavor of changing 
the guage for the line which had been 
adopted by the Government. The Gov- 
ernment dealt with it asa Government 
measure and yet there was only a majority 
of two against a reduction of the guage, 


that too after a division in which 
some six or eight members of the 
Administration voted. It was an 


undoubted fact that a flood of light had 
been cast upon this subject of late years, 
and that the superior advantages of a 
harrow gauge had been proved beyond 
dispute. ln this connection he referred 
to authorities which were entitled to the 
highest respect—to the Commission ap. 
pointed to enquire into the merits of the 
famous Festining Railway. Gentlemen 
came from Russia, Sweden, Norway, Swit- 
zerland, North Germany, and together 
With celebrated Engineers interested in 
English Railways met in Wales, and re- 
ported on the capabilities of the line; 
and the results of their examination were 
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unanimously ix favour of the work. The 
issue of this examination was, that the 
Government of India adopted a gauge of 
three feet five inches. The Russian Gov- 
ernment constructed their railways 
thenceforth on a gauge of three feet 
Norway and Sweden adopted the gauge 
of three feet six inches. There were 
railways running in irance only twenty- 
nine inches in gauge—one in Prussia of 
thirty-one inches. ‘Two of these lines in 
France were in private hands, and another 
under the control of the Government, 
and all had been eminently successful in 


Broad Gauge. 


point of economy of construction and 
management, while at the same time they 
fulfilled all the requirements 
of the trade of the sec- 


tion through which they passed. These 
gentlemen came to the conclusion that a 
gauge from 3 feet to 3 feet 3 was the wid- 
est necessary to perform all the work on 
a railway. The authority of Capt Tyler was 
quoted to show the greatrate of speed at 
which a line might be worked. ‘The rail- 
way in question carried double the quan. 
tity of traffic passing over the Grand 
‘Trunk, at a rate of 35 or 40 per cent. less 
for working the road and maintenance of 
way. Healso read from authorities to 
show the smallness of cost in constructing 
the narrow gauge. It had been proved 
that the gauge of 2 feet 6 was enough for 
the heaviest tratlic, and was the cheapest 
in point of working. On the ordinary 
broad gauge, the weight on the engine 
wheels and rolling stock was something 
between three and five tons, and the pro- 
portion of dead weight which the cars 
are obliged to carry is some 70 per cent. 
of the weight carried; but on the narrow 
gauge all this was reversed. Experience 
had proved that the exiraordinary weight 
of engines and cars on broad gauge lines 
would in course of time crush any iron or 
steel rails. Great stress had been laid on 
the necessity of having railwuys of one 
gauge, but now-a-days mechanical appl. 
ances were arrived at such perfection that 
the cost of transfer from one car to another 
was comparativeiy little, and would 
be very insignificant when placed against 
the cost of a broad as compared with a 
narrow guage. It had been found, too, 
by experience that the curves on a line 
could. be made much shorter; on the ex- 
amination in question,a train eight hundred 
feet long, laden with minerals and pas- 
sengers, was frequently running on three 
different curves at the same time. It was 
folly to construct a road on the broad 
principle in a new country, when the same 
amount of work might be done at a great 
saving o{ expenditure. In order, how- 
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ever, to arrive a correct conclusion with 
respect to the Intercolonial Railway it was 
necessary to take into consideration the 
geographical position of the country, and 
compare that line with others in progress. 
‘Taking Montreal as the natural point of 
departure for the trade of the Great West, 
the distance to Halifax was some 858 miles 
inlength. The Intercolonial touched the 
49th degree of North Latitude, and passed 
through acountry of which he had per- 
sonal knowledge, and he could safely 
assert that a large tract of it was not cal. 
culated to attract settlers in large num- 
bers, though parts of it might be pretty 
well timbered. Now there was a rival line 
in contemplation,—the line which wis to 
run from Montreal via River du Loup 
through the Valley of St. John io the 
port of St. John—an admirable harbour 
accessible at all seasons. This road would 
run entirely through British territory and 
was 624 miles in length to St. John against 
the 858 of the Intercolonial to Halitax ; 
and it would be actually to the advantage 
of the Haligonians to go by the former 
in preference to the litter. He had ac- 
quaintance with the country through 
which it passes, and could say that it was 
well suited tor settlement. Again, there 
was the line from Sherbrooke via the Me- 
gantic to St. John, making only 435 miles 
between Montreal and St. John. It would 
therefore be seen that the Intercolonial 
was to be brought into competition with 
rival lines, much shorter and running 
through a country better adapted for set- 
tlement. In the case of the Intercolonial, 
it must also be recollected, that it was ex- 
posed to all the difficulties arising from 
heavy falls of snow very difficult to re- 
move, even by the ploughs generally used 
for such purposes, Yet in face of the 
fact that the Intercolonial was to com- 
pete with rival lines under all these cirs 
cumstances, the Government had dater- 
mined to construct it on the most expen- 
sive system of guage 
to the feeling of the Commons two years 


ago they would have saved the country a | 


large amount of public money. ‘Phe 
cost of the narrow guage was calcula- 
ted at about three iifths less than the 


broad guage ; and here the hon. gentleman | 
Mr. Potter, | 
| inches, but for four feet eight and a half — 
Yhe idea of that gentleman was — 


quoted from the remarks of 
President of the Grand Trunk Railway, 


who declared at ameeting of the Company | 


that it was of great importance to Canada 
that the Intercolonial and Pacitic roads 


should be of the narrow guage of the | 


American railways, and that it would pay 
the Canadian Government five times over 
were they to give the funds necessary to 


Hon. Mr. Botsfard. 
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Had they yielded | 


Broad Guage. 


Trunk line, 
time, gave a very emphatic condemnation 
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Captain Tyler, at the same — 


of the policy of the Canadian Government — 


when he stated that the‘‘idea of employing 


the line, and through such a country was 
little short of madness.” 
the hon. gentleman stated that he had 


In conclusion — 


been always in favor of the narrow guage © 


and was very anxious to see it adopted in 
this country. Ue was at no time op- 
posed to the construction of the Intercol- 
onial road ; he had always thought th xt the 
northern Counties of New Brunswick were 
entitled to consideration, but.he believed 
that the Government had adopted an en. 
tirely wrong principle with reference to its 


construction. ‘The people of the North 


Shore of New Brunswick would themselves 


in the course of time awake 
to the consciousness that 
been for their interest had the narrow 
gauge been adopted. He did not wish to 
throw any impediment in the way of the 


speedy completion of the line. but he cer- 


it would have — 


tainly did desire to save a large amount of 
y 


public money, which was being 
away. He concluded by asking whether 
the Government still adhered to its deci- 
sion of completing the Intercolonial Rail- 


thrown 


way on the broad gauge, and if not, what © 


width of gauge did it propose to adopt ? 

Hon. Mr. 
had not interrupted his hon. friend, but 
he had assuredly: been out of orderin 


the five feet guage for the whole Jength of 
| offering such extended remarks, previous 


CAMPBELL replied that he — 


to making a mere enquiry of the Govern- — 


ment. In making that reference he (Mr. 
C.) had no other wish except to call atten- 
tion to the advisability of adhering strict- 


ly to those rules which are intended to — 


facilitate the despatch of public business. 
The question of the hon. gentleman, how- 


ever, could be,very easily answered ; the — 


Government were compelled by law to 
construct--here he quoted from the Sta- 
tute—the line on the gauge of five feet 
six inches. He did not propose to follow 
| the hon. centleman into a discussion of 
ail the points he had raised, but he gather- 
ed from that hon. gentleman’s remarks 
that they were founded to some extenton 
@& misapprehension. For instance, Cap- 
tain Tyler was not arguing in favour of 
the Festiniog gauge, or for three feet six 


inches, 
to construct the 
guage, and 

sum money 


latercolonial on that 
apply a large 
to alter the 


of 


| guage of the Grand Trunk Line ; outhon. — 
members knew full well how such a pro- — 
} | position would be met m this country. — 
substitute the narrow guage onthe Grand | Now if his friend confined his remarks to — 


| 
| 
| 
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the 4 feet 84 guage, then he could inform | 


Routine 


him that every care had been taken by 


the Govern ment to ascertain as accurately 


of 
tainly, 
in either branch of the Legislature ~ never 


as possible the best guage for the Inter- 


colonial road. At one end they saw the 
Grand ‘lrunk and its feeders, some 1, 206) 


or 1,300 miles, and at the other some 300 


miles *in the Maritime Provinces, and 


with these facts before the:n they were 
forced to decide on continuing one guage 


throughout. He had supposed that the 
4 feet 84 guage could have been con- 
structed and worked more cheaply. ‘The 
opinions of the best engineers in the 
country, among others, the engineer who 
had taken part in the reduction of the 


- guage of the Great Western line, had 


been taken, and they were to the effect 
that there was no important difference 
between constructing a 4 feet 85 and a 5 
feet 6 inch guage. It was for these rea- 
sons that the{Governmenit had concluded 
that it was most expedient for the public 
interests to adhere tc the guage now in 
general use on the most important lines 
communication. So far, »- cer= 
it had never been urged 


suggested even by professional men of 


_ standing that we should build the Inter- 


colonial line on a guage less than 4° feet 
84. Noone could urge that it would be 
advisable, with the limited experience 


we have so iar of the extremely narrow 
guage roads, we should change our sys- 


tem. It was quite possible that the short 


line of the Festining, only some 14 or 15 | 


miles in length, would be equal to the 


‘public requirements in thai particular 
‘district. 
and a large traffic might go through a | 


Animmense number of persons, 


smali lane, but it was very different when 


- wecanme to consider the great lines of 


| 


communication. Perhaps in the course of 


time the narrow guage system would be 


adopted, but at present engineers were 
not quite satisfied on the subject, and it 
was certainly not advisable for the Cana- 
dian Government to try any experiments. 

Hon. Mr. BUTSKORD contended that 


he had only followed the practice of the 


House of Lords in making the remarks he 
dia. 


THIRD READING. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL, 
the Bill in reference to Mlicious Injuries 
to Property was read a third time and 
sent to Commons. 

House went into Committee, Hon. Mr. 
Bourinot in Chair, and passed the Bill in 
reference to Larceny of Stamps with 
amendments. 

The House then adjourned. 
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Business 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Touuspay, 30th April, 1872. 


| ‘The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
p.m. 

| ROUTINE BUS! NESS. 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


Mr. MACFARLANE presented the re- 
port on Standing Orders. 

Several petitions were presented and 
read, 

Mr. MACFARLANE moved, seconded 
by Mr. BOWEN, that the time for receiving 
| private bills should be extended to the 
| 6th of June, and petitions to the 16th of 
| May. 
| Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU moved, to in- 
| troduce a Bill, founded on the petitior of 

D. R. Archer for obtaining a patent with 
reference to a knitting machine and 
| loom. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought that 
the measure of the Government, in the 
regard to patents would supercede any 
necessity for this Bull. 

Hon, Mr. POPE said he would introduce 
a Billtoamend the Patent Act on Fri- 
day. 

Dr. BOWEN introduced a Bill to incor- 
porate the North Western Railway of 
Manitoba. 
| Mr. SEANLY moved for leave to bring 
in a Bill for an Act to incorporate the St. 
Lawrence International Bridge Company. 

Dr. GRANT moved for leave to intro- 
| duce a Bill to incorporate the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. A. MORRISON moved for leave to 
introduce a Bill vo incorporate the Inter- 
oceanic Railway Company of Canada. 
Referred to Committee on Railway. 

Dr. BOWEN moved for leave to incor- 
porate the Central Railway Company of 
| Manitoba, 
| Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER muved for 
| leave to introduce a Bill to incorporate 
Montreal, Grand Trunk and Lake Cham- 
plain Railroaa Co. 

Mr. MORRISON moved for leave to ine 
troduce a Bill, entitled “‘“An Act to amend 
the Act incorporating the Western Insur- 
ance Uo.” 

Mr. MAGILL moved fur an Act to amend 
the Act incorporating the Mutual Life 
| Assurance Company of Canada. 

_ Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved for an Act 
to incorporate the Marine and Fire Insur- 

/ ance Company of Canada. 

| Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS presented 

| two Messages from His Excellency, signed 

| by himself—concerning supplementary es- 

| timates. 

| bon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 

| these Messages of His Excellency the 
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Governor General, be referred to a Com. 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Hon. Sr JOHN A. MACDONALD laid 
upon the table papers relating to the 
seizure Of the C. #. Horton. — 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN submitied papers 
relative to the Miramichi bridge. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIt stated that the 
papers relative to the St. Clair Flats Ca- 
nal had not yet been brought down. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDUNALD asked 
leave to introduce a Hill to give effect to 


certain articles of the Washington 
Treaty. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE wanted seme 
explanation. 


Hon. SirJOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that he was merely moving to have the 
matter put upon the Orders of the Day. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said it would 
necessitate on the part of the Opposition 
some action which would produce discus 
sion. 

Hon, SirJOUN A. 
drew his motion. 


THE BUDGET. 


Sir FRANCIS HINCKS, in moving the 
House into Committee of Ways and 
Means, said: Mr. Speaker,—I propose to 
follow on this occasion the course suggest- 
ed last year by the hon. member for Cha- 
teauguay, and to make the financial 
statement, which it is my duty to submit, 
to the House, while you, sir, are in the 
chair, upon motion to go into Committee, 
instead of following the former practice 
of making that statement while the 
House is iu Committee. As there are 
several new members in the House, whose 
presence we all hail with satisfaction, I 
think it proper to state on the present 
occasion, that owing to the time at which 
the fiscal year terminates, it 1s necessary 
to take into consideration the revenue 
and expenditure of three fiscal years, viz., 
the year which terminated on the 30th 
June last, the year now coming near to a 
close, the results of which can be calcu- 
lated with tolerable accuracy, and the 
year for the services of which we are about 
to ask the House for supplies. I think I 
may also on this occasion, for the informa- 


MACDONALD with- 


tion particularly of new members, make 
a few remarks with regard to the state of 


the public debt. An hon. member of this 
House—indeed, one of the new members 
—in course of conversation a few days 
ago, was quite astonished to hear the 
small amount of the debt, having been 
under the impression it was much larger. 
I told him that in round numbers it 
amounted to about $80,000,000. The last 
statement showed that on the 30th June 


How. Ste Frawois Hinoks. 
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last the actual net debt was $77,706,517, 
but as there were a number of assets, 
some of which might not be worth par, I 
may be safer in speaking of it as $80,000,- 
000. I may observe, also, with reference 
to the debt that there is one feature of it 
which has caused every year an increase 
of the gross debt without causing an in- 
crease of interest payable on it. That 
increase arises from the non-settlement 
of the debt of the old Province of Canada, 
which has rendered it necessary to keep 
an open account with the Provinces of 
Quebec and Ontario, so that an item of 
about seven and a halt millions of dollars 

appears on both sides—that is, as a debt 
| and as an asset: It, however, involves no 
| charge of interest whatever. The auditor's 
| 


Budget. 


report on the transactions of the last fiscal 
| year and the appendices will, I hope, be 
found to present the actual position of 
the debt and of the assets in a clearer 
manner than in former years. The fact 
that the interest received on the assets is 
about 20 per cent. on the interest paid 
must be considered ample proof of their 
value. The statements regarding the 
capital expenditure since Confederation 
cannot but be considered most satisfac- 
tory. From them it will appear that du- 
ring the four years since Confederation 
there was expended on the Intercolonial 
Railway, on the purchase of the North 
West ‘Territory and expenditure conse- 
quent thereon, for which loans were 
specially authorized, $7,268,698 ; 
also against Public Works chargeable 
against capital by authority of Parliament 
$1,130,885. From this latter sum how. 
ever,an amount was transferred to the Con 
solidated Fund Revenue account by my 
direction, because exception was taken in 
the Committee of Public Accounts to some 
items, as improper charges against capital. 
These items amounted to $317,580.12, re- 
ducing the expenditure on Public Works 
chargeable against capital, to $813,205, 
which added to $7,268,698 gives $8,081, - 
903 as the expenditure on capital account, 
| while the total increase of debt since Con- 
| federation has been only $1,977,876, so 
_ that £6, 104,027.58 has been expended out 
| of our Current revenue, on important pub- 
lic works, and in acquisition of the Notrh 
West Territory. Imayadd that though 
of that large amount, no less than $3,- 
640,248.19 was expended in the year 
1870-’7:, the net debt had decreased for 
the first time in the history of the coun 
try, by $503,224 (hear, hear), I may take 
the opportunity of calling attention to 
one item among the assets which may 
possibly tend to relieve the miad of my 
hon. friend from Lennox, who has on more — 
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than one occasion expressed apprehen- 
sions of embarrassment from our large 
Savings Bank deposits, which [am happy 
to say now amount in all the Provinces to 
about four anda half millions. There is 
held in London $1,362,666 in 5 per cent 


Canada bonds specially on Savings 
Bank account. As these bonds 
could be turned into money 


at any moment and drawn against, and 
as they are above 25 per cent of the 
aggregate Savings Bank deposits, I 
should imagine that no alarm need be 
felt on that account. I will now refer, 
and I hope for the last time to the attacks 
made on the Government on account of 
the policy of my predecessor with refer- 
ence to the investment of the proceeds of 
the first halt of the Intercolonial Railway 
Loan. On the first of July, 1869, we held 
in Exchequer Bills, $6,575,410.05, or in 
other words, the Consolidated Revenue 
was in debt that amount to the Railway 
Commissioners. On Ist July, 1870, the 
Exchequer Bills were reduced to $2,224, 
353, and on Ist July, 1871, there were 
no Exchequer Bills, but on 
the contrary the Consolidated Fund 
was largely in advance to the railway ac- 
count. Of course this amount is changing 
day after day, but always'in the direction 
_ of increased indebtedness to the Consoli- 
_ «dated Fund. The last statement I have 
_ had, was up to the 16th of this month 
when we had paid $8,612,492 on that ac- 
count leaving only $1,120,841 of the 
_ amount raised, being the half of the whole 
loan. We have in deposit in the Bank of 
Montreal on Intercolonial Railway account 
bearing interest, $4,500,000, so that the 
Intercolonial Railway owes the Consolida- 
ted Fund $3,379,159. Again we have in 
London $3,000,000, or to speak more cor- 
rectly, £600,000 sterling in “Imperial 
per 
- Cents, half of each issued. on North West 
_ account, which we can place in the market 
at any moment that we please, and in 
_ addition to these amounts we have about 
One million of dollars in Bank deposit 
_ receipts bearing interest. 1 hold therefore 
_ that our financial position is impregnable 
(hear, hear). I shall now proceed io the 
_ consideration of the accounts of the year 
which terminated on 30th June, 
1872. In the estimates of last year, 
as submitted by me, I anticipated an 
aggregate revenue of $17,360,000. The 
actual result has been a revenue of $19,: 
335,560.81, or an excess of revenue of $1,- 
975,560.81. On the other hand the actual 
expenditure has been only $15,623,081.72, 


_ 80 that the agzregate surplus on the year 


is $3,712,479 09. As I am well aware 
15 
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that I may reasonably expect criticism 
from the honorable gentlemen opposite, 
and have no desire to shrink from it, I 
will anticipate the charge that my estim-. 
ates of revenue have turned out whelly 
unreliable. [ readily admit that such has 
been the case, but i have very high au- 
thority, no less than that of the dis- 
tinguished statesman who is Chaficellor of 
the Exchequer in England for maintain. 
ing that it would be most unsafe fora 
Minister to make a mere speculative 
estumate, and to ignore that furnished by 
officers whose special duty itis to make 
themselves acquainted with facts. The 
gentleman to whom I refer was placed in 
rather an embarrassing position, inasmuch 
as he had in previous years made too low 
an estimate of revenue by something like 
£2,000,000 stg., and had, in order to meet 
the anticipated deficiency, put on an in- 
come tax against the remonstrances of 
some gentlemen in the House who told 
him his estimate was a great deal too 
low. It turned out as they stated, and 
next year he had to come down and ad- 
mit that the gentlemen who had criticized 
his estimates were more correct than he 
was. He thus certainly found himself in 
an embarrassing position-—one much more 
embarrassing than I put myself in; last 
year when I stated my expectations of 
revenue the hon. member for Sherbrooke 
(Sir Alexander Galt) admitted that they 
were reasonable and no exception was 
taken to them. I had made avery fair 
estimate. I will say, moreover, that erro- 
neous calculations in estimates are of 
far less importance in Canada than in 
England. In England, as we all know, 
there is an enormous public debt of £750, - 
000,000 sterling, which was contracted 
ages ago for the defence of the country, 
and handed down from generation to 
generation. Public opinion in England 
has long since settled down against mak- 
ing any attempt to reduce the capital of 
that debt. It is considered that the people 
should not be taxed beyond the amount 
necessary to pay the interest and 
the ordinary expenses of Government. 
It'is to be recollected that our debt is 
not contracted for such purposes as the 
debt of England is contracted, but for 
objects which will be more beneficial to 
the generations to follow us (hear, hear) 
than they are tous. IfI-had anticipated 
that the result would have been as it has 
turned out, [ would not have been pre- 
pared to come forward under the circum- 
stances to propose any further reduction 
of taxation. It will be recollected that 
last year we reduced taxation by the abo- 
lition of the 5 per ct, duty, equal to about 
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$500,000, and that afterwards at the | Woollens Ties bt ye 1,008,382 
instance of the House, without doubt | ~ pa seis. «SA 5 i 1,045,287 
from the pressure of the House, we had A ECON Bare Se eS anata 1,457,476 

to take off other duties which might be 

estimated at $300,000, making a reduc- « - aOTO SSC ae 354, 934 
tion of taxation during that year of no + igs ROT LE 466,525 
less than $800,000. I desire to explain | Silks and Satins m eye eae te ae 

iat i | ] a taj bi (oe SOR 1S TOS 6 2 ' 

the chief items in which the revenue 1s In ; : Lo tea Soa | 


excess. -In order to do this satisfactorily 
I must eliminate the am >unts received 
on acconnt of new duties imposed in 
1870. These duties in the year ending 
30th June, 1871, amounted to $640,778, 
and deducting this amount fom the 
aggregate revenue of $11,843,655 we have 
a revenue of $11,202,877. Making the 
same deductions in 1870 we have a reve- 
nue of $9, 277,489, 69. There were some 
alterations made in the Customs tariff 
in 1870 that were not cluded in the re- 
ductions of 1871. ‘fhere was additional 


duty on wine, tobacco, cigars, rice, « hops, | 


and one or two other articles, but these 
are not of great importance, but it is not 
desirable to lose sight of them as they 
have added a little to the revenue. The 
excess of 1871 over 1870 was 31,925,- 
387.35. It will be obvious that 
considering the very great number of 
articles upon which the revenue is raised, 
’ being chiefly on articles which came under 
the I5 per cent duty, it would be perfect~ 
ly impossible to gointo any minute details 
with regard to those items. I will how- 
ever observe that out of this $1,925,387.39 
there was 2 gain on nineteen leading 
articles of $1,543,637.45. Then, if you 
compare 1871 with 1869, the excess was 
$2,903,957,38, of this sum the excess on 
the 19 leading articles was $2,474,190.86. 
I will state what these articles principally 
are : 


Spirits gave in 1869........-.-- $810,019 

a i 1870, hvetesatele =e 901,647 

barat oo Lee toe eect bo aah 1,024,287 

Cigars gave in 1869.........--- 37,126 

us Py SiO shewire Bhs ES 55,372 

a Bay UB TP epee ete 108,115 

Tea gave in 1869......... 916,177 

64 by TT Oak bape Paneer 

ts bey ABO aS temewe 1,157,315 

Wine gave in 1869......-..--- 129,178 

rt iy tilt Pee ere g 170,547. 

BK Rt PLU © acct. > Lier seanels 195,181 
Sugar cane juice 
and molasses 

0 Co ee RE oe 1,476,531 

ee Cy ATR THE Fld ezs is ... 1,846,774 

fe Ct ANAS Papas = cae 1,933,154 
Cotton goods 

in ISB Fas tf. ‘<<. pastes LOT, 008 

4 se. [BAGS Bigg Wi nies 1,100,998 

s b.., Biduddgaites desi 1,361,579 
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I will not weary the House with further 
details, but under the 19 heads of reve- 


[von and Hardware in 1869...... 319,725 
nue the collections were— — 


In, 18892 a. x6 tan $6,827,754 
Tn 870i w! Anke dal 7,758,308 
In AS Td oy eek ou O01, 945 


I may state that consequently more 

| than one half customs revenue is derived 

from 5 sources, viz: spirits, tea, sugar, mo- 

lasses, cotton, and woolen manufactures, 
and that those articles gave 


Tr FS69 i ee $5,318,145 
ih Stores 6,035,256 
In 1871 _ 6,933,382 


As I said before, I readily admit that ‘I 
would not have ventured to anticipate 
such increases as these, or to have come 
down to this House with an estimate call- 
ing upon them to vote money calculated 
upon such anincrease. With regard to 
the savings upon expenditure it will be 
found that, as usual, the principal saving 


is under the head of Public Works. There_ 


is always great ditticulty in estimating 
with anything like exactness the amount 
that can be expended in a year, and! have 
no doubt that my honourable colleague, 
the Minister of Public Works, will endorse 
the statement made a few weeks ago by 
the same distinguished statesman to whom 
I have before reterred, oa this point. 
When accounting for deficiency 
expenditure, he said, ‘it was chiefly due 
to buildings, the expenditure on which is 
necessarily very uncertain. 
things prevent us going on with buildings 
as fast as we expect, all sorts of obstacles 
must xurise.”’ The charges on revenue 
were $165,000 less than the estimate, and 
the Militia expenditure, $160,000. I need 
not go further into the minor items, as 
they will all be found in detail in the 
public accounts. I now come to the con- 
sideration of the revenue for the current 
year, and it is satisfactory to be able to 
state that notwithstanding the reductions 
of last year, which we may assume at 


in excess of the last, even making allow- 
ance for British Columbia. 
the Customs revenue at ten millions, 


which [ considered at the time a very full © 


estimate. It will reach $12,500,000, when 
| 1 state that, notwithstanding the great 


-oL 4 


A number of | 


about $800,000, the revenue will be rather — 


I estimated — 


; 
i 
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; 
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increase of 1871 over 1870, the increase 
in 1872 will be $220,000 in woollens, 
~ $130,000 in cotton, $25,000 in wines, 
$75,000 in spirits, 1t may be expected that 
when British Columbia is added, that 
we have made a safe calculation. 
The Inland Revenue will give $250,000 
above the estimate; the Public Works, 
$200,000; Post Office, $80,000; Stamps, 
$30,000; Miscellaneous, $150,000; or in 
round numbers, $3,240,000 above the esti- 
mate ; giving an azgregate revenue for the 
current year of $20,050,000 (hear, hear). 
“Itis satisfactory to say that not only in 
‘Customs and Excise, butin all branches 
there has been an increase. 
ment which was submitted to the House 
of the expenditure up to the latest mo- 
ment for which the return could be made, 
_ the 31st March last, it will be found that 
_ there was an expenditure up to that time 
of $11,620,695. ‘The estimated expendi- 
_ ture to the close of the year is not likely 
~ toexceed $4,874,838, giving $16,495,533 
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| aggregateto $10,042,734, leaving estimates 
_ chargeable against Consolidated Revenue 


| 


In the state- | particularly responsible for 


| 


Fund 19,632,726 dollars. I might, there- 
fore, fairly contemplate a surplus next 
year of about one million, were 1t not that 
my experience leads me to anticipate sun- 
plementary estimates, which I hope, howe: 
ver will not be excessive. Ido not intend 
to comment at any length on the Estima: 
tes. I feel assured they will be scrutinized 
with great care by gentlemen opposite. 
[do not wish to enter into details with 
respect to items, because my hon. friends 
at the heads of departments, who had 
brought forward estimates and were more 
them, will 
be prepared to vindicate them better than 
Ican do; but at the same time I would 
remind the House that for many years, 
when the revenue was scarcely sufficient 
to meet the expenditure absolutely ne- 
cessary, a great part of the public service 
was literally starved. It is now a fitting time 
when our finances are in a more prosperous 


condition, to come forward to erect those 
necessary public buildings which in various 
parts of the Dominion are absolutely es- 
sential (hear.) The Public Works estimate 


for the whole year. To this must be added 
_ the supplementary estimate for the cur- 
rent year which I have laid on the table 
_ which will amount to $438,999 chargeable 


_ against Revenue, and $250,000 for the 
Pacific Railway Survey. I may observe 
that of the charges against revenue in 
the statement sent down, the principal 
items are $35,000 for Indian annuities 
under recent treaties ; $50,000 for losses, 
in Manitoba; $70,000 for Surveys, and 
$35,000 for the Manitoba Expeditionary 
_ Force. The aggregate expenditure for the 
current year is not likely to exceed $17,- 
_ 040,695, and 1 therefore venture to antici- 
_ pate a surplus for the present year of, 
$3,115,467 (cheers). I now approach the 
- consideration of the year which is to 
come and can only say that in 
framing my estimates, I hive taken 
all the care in my power to arrive at cor- 
rect conclusions. [ need scarcely say I 
have consulted my colleagues the Minis- 
ters of Customs and Jnland Kevenue, wiio 
are at the head of the departments which 
_ furnish the bulk of the revenue. [ feel 
lam _ justified in estimating Cust»ms at 
$12,500,000; Inland Revenue at $4 625.000; 
_ Stamps at $200,000; Post Office $700.000 ; 
_ Railroads. Telegraph lines, and Manitoba 
road $1,030,000 ; Canals and other works 
$580,000; Miscelianeous $1,000,000; giving 
 anaggregate revenue of 20,630 000 dollars, 
I shall refer very briefly to the Estimates, 
The aggregate amount is $29,675,460, 
but from this must be deducted the 
amount required to meet reduction of 
debt, $92,234, and capital expended on 
proposed public works, amounting in the 


may appear large by comparison of the 
aggregate amount with former years, and 
it may be admitted that if any difficulty 
should arise, mny buildings and 
works might be postponed, but I 
hope and believe that the House will 
concur with the Goverment in 
thiuking that when the revenue is suffi- 
cient to meet the charges upon it, they 
ought to seize the opportunity of erecting 
buildings very much requiredifor the pub- 
lic eervice. ‘There is another point to which 
I wish to refer. In the estimate for 
Public Works are included anumber of 
items which, though charged against the 
current revenue of the year, will produce 
an income and entail no burden on the 
country, such as harbours and.. other 
works, ‘he lighthouse service is no 
doubt a heavy charge, but it must be 
borne in mind that every individual in the 
country is interested in this service by 
which the navigation is improved. We 
are competing for the trade of the Great 
West, and cannot succeed if we neglect 
what is essential to success. The Gulf 
and River St. Lawrence has had a bad 
name in days gone by. Insurance rates 
were high and freights, of course, high in 
proportion. My hon. colleague the Min- 
ister of Marin> and Fisheries, is thoroughly 
alive to the wants of the trade, and I can 
state from my own knowledge that several 
of his proposed works would have been in 
former estimates, but that we did not 
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think it right toincrease that branch of | take any other course than accept that. 


the expenditure too much. The Minister 
of Agriculture had also made large de. 
mands, but [ believe there is no expendi- 
ture more likely to be reproductive than 
that which is incurred for the promotion 
of immigration. My hon. friend has en- 
tered into this work with zeal and energy 
and he will be able no doubt to account 
for the expenditure in a manner satisfac- 
tory to the House(cheers). I feel that I 
would not discharge my duty on the pre- 
sent occasion if I were to abstain alto. 
gether from entering into the subject of the 
very large prospective demand for Public 
Works, and its bearing on the public rev- 
enue and expenditure. It would be a 
dereliction of duty ina Minister of Finance 
to abstain from all reference to a contem- 
plated expenditure of no less than forty 
million of dollars, involving an addition of 
fifty per cent to our debt. I own, how- 
ever, that I approach this subject with 
some hesitation and reluctance, owing to 
my unwillingness to make any reference in 
a financial statement to a question of the 
gravest political importance and which has 
not yet been discussed in the House. [refer 
of course to the Treaty of Washington, but 
especially to the arrangement made with 
the Imperial Government for an Imperial 
guarantee for a portion of our anticipated 
loan. I shall endeavor as far as_ possible 
to avoid discussing those branches 
of the question which have no 
bearing on Finance, but I cannot, enter. 
taining views which [| do, avoid submitting 
them for candid consideration of the 
House on this occasion. It is now appar. 
rent to the House and public, that the 
Imperial and Canadian Governments were 
not for many months in a state of accord 
on the subject of the Treaty of Washing. 
ton. I have no jloubt that we on this 
side have been charged in England with 
great selfishness, with utter disregard of 
any interest but our own, while on the 
other hand, we have been inclined to 
think the Imperial Government and the 
people of England generally have shewn 
little zeal in the defence of our richts. 
1 have always thought it exceedingly 
unfortunate that our fishery disputes 
were mixed up with the settlement of 
important Imperial questions, which 
were the principal object of the Wash- 
ington Treaty (cheers). Iam bound to 
say that I, with others, felt deep regret 


when the First Minister was invited to sit | 


on the Commission at Washington. But 
whilst feeling that regret I had no doubt 
whatever that it was absolutely impossible 
for him, in the interests of the country to 
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position. A refusal to serve would have 
| been taking grave re ponsibility while in 
accepting the position he ran the risk of 
giving dissatisfaction t» many of his coun- 
trymen. I shall not dwell on this branch 
of the question, I want to approach the 
financial branch of it Weare charged 
day after day with <-elling our rights 
| for a mess of pottage (cheers from the 
opposition) and no efforts have been 
spared to depreciate the value of the con- 
cession which has been made to ux. It 
ought not to be lost sight of that 
' England had very considerable interest in 
the settlement of this dispute about the 
fisheries and it is a mistake to suppose it 
is exclusively a Canadian question. What 
would our fisheries be worth without the 
protection of England, and we know per- 
fectly well that England had to employ a 
very considerable force year after year for 
their protection and further that there 
has been constant danger of collisions 
that might have led to very serious con- 
sequences. It is also well known that 
trespassers On our fishing grounds have 
been taught by men of considerable _poli- 
tical influence that they have a perfect 
right to fish in our waters and that they 
ought to enforce this right in the best way 
possible. We carnot pretend to maintain 
that England exceeded her strictly con- 
stitutional powers. She made a treaty 
which required the ratification of Canada 
in all points which affected Canadian in- 
terests, and this Parliament is free to ac 
cept or reject the arrangement which has 
been entered into. What, however, should 
be constantly borne in mind is that by re- 
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jecting the treaty Canada would have ~ 


placed herself in antagonism not to mem. 
bers of the present Government alone, 
but to all leading statesmen in England. 
Prior to the question of consequential 
damages arising, all partiesin England had 
accepted the treaty with satisfaction. 
Had we refused to recommend 
the necessary legislation what 
would have been’ our _ position ? 
We should have placed ourselves in the 
position of refusing to accept an arranges 
ment which England considered just, and 
we should have thereby increased the 
irritation which has long existed amongst 
the fishermen of the United States, 
Under such circumstances, is it certain 
| that English public opinion would have 
sanctioned further protection of our 
fisheries? and had England declined to 
_send a naval torce, would not there be in- 
creased aggressicns by United States 


| fishermen ? Can it be possible that the 
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opponents of the Treaty have considered 
the possible consequences of a refusal to 
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carry it ont, especially as its most promi- | 


nent opponents are loud in their profes- 
sions of attachme:t to British connection. 
I own that from the time that the treaty 
was ratified 1 felt that Canada was sub- 
jected to a pressure which I deplored but 
from which there was no_ escape. 
It was, in the judgment of the 
the Government, most desirable to avoid 
any misunderstanding with England, but 


at the same time to state frankly and 


boldly our grounds of complaint. We 
have been told of late that no question of 


_ money should have been introduced into 


the discussion. | am at, a loss to know 
how the Fenian claims could have been 
settled without pecuniary compensation in 
some way direct or indirect (hear). But it 
is now said that an Imperial guarantee is 
of little value. The idea of asking money as 


a bribe was never thought of, but there was 


a claim on some one for Fenian losses and 
the Imperial Government recognized the 


fact that they had incurred a responsibility 
to Canada on that account. 


True, the 
admission was very guarded, and it is very 
doubtful whether any amount worth con- 


_ sideration could have been obtained. At 


all.events the Dominion Government had 


_ not the slightest doubt that the best mode | 
_ of settling these claims was by guarantee, | 
and they deemed it expedient to announce 


their intention of proposing the means 
necessary to give offect to the treaty con~ 
currently with the proposal for a guaran- 
tee. Now it is with reference to the value 
of the guarantee not only in itself, but 


also as a means of securing the construc- 


tion of our great public works that | de- 


_ sire to,speak. TI wish in the first place to | 
endeavour to remove the misapprehension | 


that prevails very generally as to the 
reduction of the amount proposed by us 
Justice has not been done to England, 


| 


} 
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State for the Provinces, no doubt imagined 
that we should get nothing at all. His dissa- 
tisfaction was very great, and I own that I 
would have felt a great deal more dissatis- 
faction than I ever have done if 1 had 
imagined it possible that the proposition 
we made would have received an unfavors 
able reply. Under the circumstances we 


, have no right to complain of the reply, 


no right whatever With reference’ to 
the question of fortifications I may ob- 
serve, and I say it, because | know there 
are some that even yet suppose it would 
be desirable to erect fortifications, that it 
makes no difference whatever whether the 


money is given for public works 
Ox e on fortifications. If the causes 
,of misunderstanding between Great 


Britain and the United States should hap- 
pily be removed, as we all hope they will 
be, there would be grave objections to the 
erection of fortifications just after the es: 
tablishment of friendly relations. If at 
any future time fortifications should be re- 
quired they would have to be © built 
with our own means, [hear, hear]. [I 
have said that while the nes 
gociations were going on, circumstances 
occurred that rendered it simply impossi- 
ble that either on the one side or the 
other, the question of fortitications should 


be touched. I believe that all parties in 
this House, as well as throughout 
this Dominion, when this extraor- 


dinary demand for consequential da- 
mages arose, sympathised entirely with 
Great Britain (hear, hear). Well, sir, as 
[ am very sanguine, and every day makes 
me more sanguine that the clouds by 
which the horizon has been overcast are dis- 
appearing,and that all the difficulty which 
has unfortunately existed will disappear. 
[ have no doubt whatever that we shall 
eventually get the full amount we desire. 
Now, sir, [ come to the question of the 
value of this guarantee, and my own 


simply because circumstances who!ly un- | opinions differ most widely from any that 


foreseen prevented an arrangement that | I have seen in the public newspapers, 


would have been quite satisfactory. It is 
pussible that some may have thought that 


_ we would get the four millions without any 


difficulty. For my own part | never 
imagined that we would get a 
guarantee of four millions in 


addition to the fortification guarantee. 
I knew that one member of the Imperial 
Parliament had given it as his opinion that 
the fortifications guarantee would, if Ca 
nada desired it, be transferred to the Public 
Works. Ido not know what others may 
have thought, some of my colleagues 
may have thought that we would get the 


| four millions, and the fortification loan 


also, and my hon, friend the Secretary of 


| 


either on the one side or the other, be- 
cause | do not think that the value of this 
loan has been appreciated even by those 
newspapers which ordinarily support the 
present Government. I[ wish to give ex- 
pression 10 my own convictions, and, | 
say, without hesitation that [ uo not be- 
lieve there is a loin contractor in Europe 
or America who would not say that the 
view I take is correct. Sir, [ say it is a 
complete fallacy to imagine that because 
at the present time our five 
per cent debentures and stock are at par, 
and occasionally over par, when we have 
had no issue of those debentures for some 
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years, and we ourselves have been large 
customers in the market, buying them up 
for the sinking fund, that if we put $40,: 
000,000, or 50 per cent of our debt, into 
the market we could obtain that amount 


at 5 percent. We could not do it, and | 
say unhesitatingly that if we attempted 


to float a loan to that extent, we should | 


do uncommonly well if we obtained it at 
six per cent. I ask what would be the 


state of English credit, great as itis, if | 
Great Britain asked aioan of something | commerce of the country. 


like £400,000,000 sterling, or half her pre- 
sent debt? It might be impossible te ob- 
tain such an amount, though very large 
loans have been taken up for France 
within a very recent period. Hon. gen- 
tlemen on the other side must recollect 
that the customers for Canadian securities 
were a very limited class, and avery dif. 
ferent class from those for English securi- 
ties or United States securities or the se- 
curities of the Great European States. 
But if we went into the market for $40,- 
000,090, one half our own, and the other 
half guaranteed by England, and, with the 
prestige that England sanctioned our 
great public improvements, the advan- 
tage would be very great, so much so 
that [am persuaded that under those cir- 
cumstances we should get our 5 per cent 
bonds floated at par, and therefore we 
should be able to float half at 4 per cent, 
and the other half at 5 per cent, or equal 
to 44 per cent on the whole amount. 'I'bis 


would theretore make a difference of 13 | 
| Canada, 
| portion of Cinadian flour free to be exx 


per cent on the whole amount of $40,000,- 
000, equal to $600,000 a year. I ask whe- 
ther that is not a desirable arrangement, 
and whether it is not infinitely better than 
negociating a Bill for Fenian claims, and 
encountering the danger of irritation on 
both sides, which must arise in the settle- 
ment of disputed claims. 
that exception may be taken to this cal- 
culation on the ground that I Lase my 
statement on getting £4,000,000. 


point, I maintain that even with the 
£2,500,000 we have made an infinitely 
better arrangement than we could have 
done in any other way. 
calculations [ estimate that the total 
charge incurred as interest on the new 
debt necessary to construct our great 
public works, including 4 
sinking fund, will be two million dollars. 


[ must not lose sight of the fact, however, | 
that the tirst estimate for the Pacific Rail- | 


was $25,000,000, which was a mere approx: 
imate estimate based on an assumed mile- 
age, and that it may have to be increased 
to $30,000,000, and taking that increase 
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and other items into consideration, it is 
safe to calculate that the whole amount of 


| contemplated expenditure will give an in- 


! 


creased charge of three million dollars. 
It must, however, be borne in mind that 
the great improvements of the public 


| works and canals would considerably in- 


crease the revenue from those sources, 
In undertaking works of such consider- 
able magnitude, it is important to see 
what is the state of the increase of the 
Now, sir, that 
increase is really wonderful. In 1869 our 
total exports were $49,320,000, while in 
1871 they were $55,151,000. The aggre- 
gate of exports and imports in 1869 was 
$116.725,000, in 1871 $142,098,000, or an 
increase of nearly 22 per cent. And when 
we come to the details of the exports, we 
find them most satisfactory. The produce 
of the Mines has increased from $2,093,- 
000 to $3,221,000; of Fish, from $3,242,000 
to $3.994,000; produce of the F. rest, from 
$19,838,000 to $22,352,000; of Animals 
and their products, from $8,769,000 to 
$12,582,000, the latter chiefly owing to an 


| enormous increase of exports of butter 


| and cheese. 


Well sir I adnait | 
but | 
though my own opinion is strong on that | 


According to my | 


per cent for | 


} 


made most wonderrul progress during the i 


There was a falling off in 
the exports of agricultural products to 


the extent of nearly four millions as com- 


pared with 1870, and nearly two and a 


half millions as compared with 1869. This — 


no doubt was to some extent caused by 
the wheat and flour duties, as while 
American flour was admitted into Canada 
free, it was largely consumed in 
thus setting a corresponding 


ported, but when a duty was imposed, the 


Canadian flour was more largely consumed _ 


athome. ‘Thenthe great increase in the 


| produce of the forests from 19 to 22 millions 


must be borne in mind, for those branches 
of industry were very large consumers 
indeed of the products of the country, and 
so would tend to diminish the exports, 


The enormous increase in the exports of, 
butter and cheese seems to indicate that — 


ihe farmers are turning their attention 


/ more to dairy farming than to raising 


wheat. In offering an opinion however, 
on such subjects, I do it with the greatest 


possible diffidence, and rather with a view _ 


to elicit information from those much 
better informed that I can pretend to be. 
It is very.satisfactory io know that the 
exports of our manufactures are increass 
ing,—in two years 


increase of 25 per cent. A large propor- 


tion of the increase consists of sugar boxes — 
| which are exported to the West Indies. — 


[here is also another ariicle which has 


and the balance of the Intercolonial Loan | last two years, I refer to sewing machines, 
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there has been an 
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_ which are noi the produce of the Domin- 


000 in 1869 to $9,853,000 in 1871. 
is a most important fact, proving as it 


but I imagine that iron was one very 1m- 
portant item, railway iron, I should say. 
After the statements which I have made 


J think that all mast admit that it would 
be very dangerous to reduce the taxation, 

and we have no measures in this direction 
to propose, excepting a proposition to be 
“made by the Hon. Minister of 
to take off the capitation tax. 


= 


-} have made allowance 


anticipated upon the revenue for public | 
| are 


_ Tam very far 
isa perfect one, or that changes might 
~ not be made in it with advantage to the 


The 


Of these the value of exports ware $170,- 


000 in 1871; $116,000 in 1870; and only | 


$60,000 in 1869. ‘There was therefore an | 
enormous increase in the two years. There | 
is but one other branch of our expo.t 


trade to which I shall refer, those articles | 


ion. These have increased from $3,855,- | 
his | 
does the rapid increase of the carrying 
trade of the St. Lawrence. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE. What are the 
most important items of the increase. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS.—I have 
not charged my memory with these items, 


with respect to the charges that may be | 


works, in the course of my explanation, 


Agriculture 

This had 
amounted to under $40,000 last year, and 
for). 1b ))In 
miscellaneous estimate. I 


my 
from saying that the tariff 


mercantile community, but [| think that 
the present would be a most inconvenient 
time to touch it. You must recollect that 
the Congress of the United States is in 
the act of considering changes in their 
tariff, and severe losses have been sustain- 


ed by persons in trade owing to the fact 


_know what to expect. 


of their not knowing of the changes likely 
to be made. I am told that the tea duties 


are to be repealed, but I really do not 
Already the Se- 


nate and the House of Representatives 


have passed bills to exempt tea trom all 


duty. 


Off in 


do not hesitate, 


have thought it better not to meddle with 


Notwithstanding this it is still 
doubtful whether any Bill rezarding the 
tariff will pass this Session. I 
however, to state 
that if the duties on tea are taken 
the United States, we must 
make some readjustment of our tariff, and 
in the face of the free importation of tea 
from the United States. we should have 
to abandon a revenue of something like a 
million, which we now derive from this 
source. (Onder these circumstances Wwe 


the tarift now, although there are several | 
ameliorations in the interest of our manv- | 
factures that should be taken into consi- 


deration as early as possiible. Last year I | 
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took occasion to inferm this House that 
Canada had risen in the scale of countries 
having commercial transactions with Great 
Britain from the eleventh to the cighth 


_ place, and it now is satisfactory to state 


that she has arrived at the sixth pl 

[hear, hear], and that with the S206 pte 
of the Netherlands, there 1s no country 
which takes so much of English goods 
in proportion to her population, as Ca- 
nada, With regard to the Netherlands 
I have been told that a considerable 
amount of her imports are re-exported. 


' But if we look to other countries in th 
| highest rank, we ” 


shall tind that Cas 
nada takes three times as much per 
as the United States, four 
times as much as Germany, five times 
as much as Krauce, twenty times as much 
as British India, while China and Russia, 
although the quantities are large 
_ quite insignificant looking t0 
their population. Now, Sir, I hold that 
looking at the prosperity of this country, 
and the vast increase which has taken 
place in commerce since Confederation, 
as indicated by the deposits in the sav.- 
ings banks, the increasein railways, etc., 
it seems to me amazing that there should 
be a single individual who would desire to 
change the condition of the country. 
his is a subject which may be _ con- 
sidered as irrelevant to a financial state- 
ment, and IJ should not have alluded to it 
were it not a fact that most of those per- 
sons who are dissatisfied with the institu- 
tions of our country are so from dissatis- 
faction at our not having the power to 
make commerciat treaties. | know that 
the great bulk of them are extreme pro- 
tectionists, and the object which they 
have in view is to endeavor to place 


our trade relations upon a ditterent 
basis; which it would be impossible 
to do so long as we continue our 


present relations towards the Crown. 
‘There is an idea that if we were indepen- 
dent we might enter into more intimate 
trade relations with the United States, 
might agree to a Zoliverein, by which 
the goods of each country should be 
protected by a high tariff on foreign goods, 
and the complaint is that while we con- 
tinue in connection with England we have 
no power to make treaties with foreign 
All I can say is that we have 


powers. 
the power to get every reasons 
able request that we can 


make urged with all the power of England ; 


‘and I need hardly say that that would 


we would 
We could 
not expect that England would consent 
to a tariff that would put the manufactur. 


give us tar greater power than 
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ers of England in a worse position in our | 
market than the manufacturers of the 
United States, and the knowledge of | 
this fact has led some extreme protection- | 
ists to desire independence as the only 
means of accomplishing their object It 
seems strange, however, that it has not 
occurred to those persons that under the 
commercial treaty in existence between | 
England and the United States and | 
which provides that the manufactures of 
England shall be admitted to the United 
States on the same terms as those of the 
most favored nations, it would be impos- 
sible for the United States to enter into 
such an arrangement with an independent 
State, and if this country were indepen- 
dent it would be necessary for her to 
enter into a commercial treaty with Great 
Britain which would contain a_ similar 
clause. The object then of the advocates 
of independence is unattainable by the 
means which they contemplate, and few 
of them, [ hope, are inclined to recom- 
mend annexation, any agitations for which 
would, in my humble judgment, be neither 
more nor less than a civil war. I have 
now, Sir, completed my task, and I have 
to thank the House for the attention 
with which they have listened to me. 
(Loud cheers.) 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that the 
speech of the hon. Minister of Finance 
necessarily called for some comment from 
his side of the House. They would recol- 
lect that last year the hon. gentleman had 
told them that the amount of debt which 
it would be necessary to incur in order to 
carry out the terms of the union with 
British Columbia would be $25,000,000, he 
had increased it to $30,000,000 a few days 
age, and now he stated $40,000,000 as the 
sum for which we should have to make 
provision in the future. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said most 
unquestionably, the total estimate for the 
extension and enlargement of the canals 
was $15,000,000. 

Hon.Mr. MACKENZIE had not previously 
observed that that amount was included | 
in the $40,000,000, however, the estimates 
for the canals could hardly be considered 
at present. The hon. gentleman had | 
referred to the means by which the money 
was to be procured. ‘hey had asked the 
imperial Government for a guarantee of | 
£4,000,000 sterling, to enable them to 
carry out these worrks, and he had jtaken | 
credit to himself and the Government for | 
making so good a bargain, and the Impe- | 
rial Government might yet be coaxed into 
giving the £1,500,000 they at present | 

declined to do. He (Mr. Mackenzie) | 
hoped no ministry would ever again go on | 


Hon, Str Pranocts Hewotss. 
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_would not, upon any consideration, be 


Member of the House should have ex- 


_ years the people of this country shodld 
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a begging expedition to the Imperial 
Government. He looked with loathing 
and disgust upon the course which had — 
been pursued, and he looked upon the 
result as very humiliating. For some 
time the Government spoke in 
the strongest and most offensive terms to 
the British Government, with reference — 
to our rights of property and the Fenian — 
outrages, and he felt humiliated to think 
that while the American people were for- 
cing the Alabama claims upon the British 
Goverament, we had a stronger claim on ~ 
the United States for the outrages com- — 
mitted on our frontier, and yet our Gov- 
ernment yielded to the policy of the Uni- — 
ted States. It seemed to him that the 
Government had looked upon the amount 
of money to be obtained, as the only con- 
sideration. The House was asked to re- 
ceive an Imperial guarantee of £2,500,000 — 
as payment of our Fenian claims and our ~ 
rights to the fisheries. There was another — 
claim which would have to be made, — 
which he did not wish 
to refer to at present. 
Assuming that the guarantee would amount 
to $120,000 a year, he was sure the 
country would not submit io such humilia- 
tion for twice that amount. We are able 
to pay our debts, and for whatever we 
require, even should the Imperial Gov-_ 
ernment decline to aid us. [t was known 
that the Imperial Government had_ set 
their face against any guarantee, and atter 
asking for £4,000,000 and accepting £2,- 
500,000, the House had been told it was — 
a good bargain, and the Government had 
come down and asked them to receive | 
that miserable pittance. He could not 
say how distressed he felt (laughter). He 
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placed in the position of the hon. gentle- 
man opposite, and his colleagues,who had 
placed the country in so humiliating 
a& position. He regretted that «4 
member of the Government, and another 


pressed views which led other countries to — 
beleve that the people of this country — 


_ look to a political change as the only satis- — 
| factory means of placing them in a better 


position. He shared the views of the hon. 2 
member for Bothwell, that a political — 
change could only result in annexation to — 
the United States. If in the course of é 
. 
consider a change in the direction — 
of Jndependence desirable, he | 
thought it could be achieved without the 
shedding of one drop of blood. In view 
of the present large surplus in the Trea- 
sury, and the increase estimated for the 
current year, he regretted that the hon. 


oa 


ol an arrangement. 


years. 
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Minister of Finance had not proposed a 
reduction of taxation upon certain articles 
that might be mentioned, as he did not 
see that there was at present any imme- 
mediate expenditure of a _ serious 
kind to be provided for. 

Hon. Sir A. T. GALT was sure the 
House and country agreed in the con-~ 
gratulations regarding the prosperous 
state of the country. Be thought that, 
looking at the public works which it was 
proposed to undertake, the Minister of 
Finance was quite right in not dealing 
with the surplus, Although he felt sure 
that there would be a steady increase, he 
did not think the enormous revenue of 
the present would continue in future 
He hoped that, taking warning by 
the past, the country would not be led 
into more extravagant expectations of the 
future than circumstances would warrant. 
He deprecated the partial introduction by 
the Minister of Finance of the Washing- 
ton Treaty. He thought it should be 
dealt with separately, and discussed on 
its merits. lt was not fair to ask the 
House to express an opinion on only part 
With regard to 
the concluding part of his hon. friend’s 
speech, he (Sir A. I’. Galt) thought as he 
proceeded, that he referred to a political 
change, but found that his intention was 


_ simply to point the finger of scorn at 


7 


those who did not share the same politi- 
‘eal opinions as himself. He did not wish 
to terminate the ‘connection with Great 
Britain recklessly or suddenly, and he was 
not prepared to say that we were depen- 
dent upon the Imperial Government, but 
so long as the connection lasted he was 


| prepared to do his duty in all matters 
concerning the Empire. 
certain resolutions last year, and he thought 


He proposed 


many hon. gentlemen who requested him 
to withdraw them would now agree that 
we should have been in a better position 
to day, had he gone on with them. Ifthe 


connection with England required that 
‘sacrifices should be made by Canada, let 


the Government come down and ask the 
House, and they would make the necessary 


‘sacrifice. He did not expect to be assailed 


- by the Minister of Finance for holding the 


views he did. His hon. friend had de- 


nounced him as a protectionist, 


Hon. Sir F. HINCKS said he referred to 
that class of persons who are advocating 


_ Independence with the special object of 


having a Zollverein and free admission of 
American manufactures into this country, 


and our manufactures into the United 


States. 


Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL was sorry to 


hear the observations of the hon. gentle~ 


16 
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man opposite inannouncing the policy 
to which the Government were committed. 
He understood the hon. gentleman to say 
that it was utterly impossible for the 
United States to make arrangements with 
us for the introduction of commodities 
from that country on any better terms 
than from Great Britain. He thought there 
should be some arrangement between 
this country and the United States for the 
interchange of certain articles of manu- 
facture, such as_ stoves, agricultural 
and other machinery adopted to this 
country. We should be emancipated 
from such an arrangement as the present, 
and negotiations should be entered into 
with the Mother Country with a view to 
obtaining freedom in our commercial 
arrangements. 

Mr. JOLY quoted from the Washington 
Treaty correspondence to show that the 
Government had not used every measure 
and exertion possible to obtain a renewal 
of the Reciprocity Treaty. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE referring to the re- 
marks made by the Minister of Finance 
on the subject of the Washington Treaty, 
regretted that the first Minister who had 
taken part in the negotiations had not 
seen fit to explain the events connected 
with the making of the Treaty, but should 
have left it to the Minister of Finance to 
make asort of apology for the concession 
made on behalf of Canada. In looking 
at the financial aspect of the Treaty, 
he would preface his remarks by saying 
that he agreed with the honorable 
member for Lambton that it ought not 
to be a question of money at all, and 
he fully agreed with the Ministers of the 
Crown when they told the Imperial Go- 
vernment that the principle of a money 
payment was repugnant to the people of 
Canada. But if it was to be treated as 
such, if we were to be told that a 
sufficient price had been paid, then it 
became material that the figures of the 
honorable gentleman should be correct. 
He then entered into an examination of 
the figures to show that there would be 
no such difference between the annual 
charge payable under the guarantee, and 
that which would be paid if there were 
no guarantee. In any;case it must be re- 
membered that whether we borrowed 
under a guarantee or not, the country was — 
pledged to repay the loan and interest, 
and it must be paid. We had to consider, 
also, that in carrying out the financial 
terms of the Treaty, it would be necessary 
for Parliament to take steps to reimburse 
the Province of New Brunswick in the 
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sum lost by reason of the re,eal of the 
export duty on lumber. When that was 
done, it would be found to trench largely 
upon the profits from the guarantee. He 
had been told that a reasonable compensa- 
tion for this loss would be $100,000. How. 
ever that might be there could be no doubt 
that the people of New Brunswick would 
have to be dealt with fairly, and it would 
involve a very considerable annual charge. 
He maintained therefore that the real di- 
minution would fall far short of the 
amount claimed by the honourable 
gentleman opposite, so that the rose col- 
ored picture which the honorable genitle- 
man had drawn this afternoon upon view 
of which we were called upen to sacrifice 
our feelings and sell our fisheries, was far 
from a truthful one (hear, hear). 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT deprecated the 
mixing up of matters connected with the 
Treaty in this discussion, the more so as 
the financial statement made this after- 
noon was one which all members ought to 
regard with great gratification. We were 
all aware that fears had been entertained, 
when the Confederation scheme was un- 
der discussion, that the financial arrange- 
ments were likely to be a source of dan- 
ger to our young nationality, and he, for 
one, was glad to find that those appre- 
hensions had been more 
or less frustrated by the 
extraordinary expansion which had lately 
attended the commerce and resources of 
the country. He considered that this was 
not due to the Government alone,although 
he was willing to admit that they were en- 
titled to some credit, but that all who 
supported the scheme of Confederation 
could also claim such credit. He thought 
thatjthe Finance Minister had understated 
the extent of the liability which he was 
about so impose an this country for the 
future. The engagements likely to be 
assumed he stated at $3,000,000. This 
represented about $60,000,000 of capital, 
but considering the gigantic works that 
were about to be undertaken, he consids 
ered that in naming three millions as the 
amount likely to be added to the interest 
on our debt, the honourable gentleman 
had by no means estimated the probable 
result. He would again remind the 
House that the present remarkable ex- 
pansion could not Le expected to cons 
tinue, as periods of great prosperity were 
almost inevitably followed by periods of 
depression ; and he had condemned the 
financial arrangements of the Finance 
Minister, not because they would cause 
mischief at the moment, but that they 
had not made provision for the future dis; 
asters which might overtake us. He con, 
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tended the large increase in the Customs 
and Excise during the last three years 
amounting to $6,000,000, was not likely 
to be maintained, it was more likely to 
be diminished. He considered that it 
must be attributed ina great measure to 
the state of things existing 
in the adjacent Republic. 
A very considerable portion of our re, 
venue from woollens, silks, satins, &c., 
was In consequence of the great demand 
for those articles by Americans in the 
frontier towns, and he argued that there 
were peculiar reasons connected with that 
fact calculated to cause the revenue to 
increase more rapidly than it would under 
ordinary circumstances. As he had told 
the hon. Minister of Finance on 
a@ previous occasion, if he had 
been in Canada during thewears between 
1857-8 and 1865-6, he would have known 
that in this country above all others, 
periods of great prosperity were very 
apt to be followed by periods of depres- 
sion, ard that it was not wise to judge of 
the state of the public revenue by calcul- 
ations made during a time when we were 
really spending a large amount of our 
capital. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS did not intend to 
speak at any great length, but he wished 
to refer to one or two statements of the 
leader of the Opposition. It was gratify- 
ing to find that that hon. gentleman took 
so encouraging a view of the position of 
the country. 
him stand up and declare that we were 
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It was refreshing to hear — 


in a position to pay our way. Everything 


was couleur de rose from the point of ob. 
servation to-day. Butit had not always 
been so, for the hon. gentieman was over- 
whelmed last Session with alarm, and had 
attempted to excite the public mind of 
the Dominion in regard to our 
financial condition. He had stated. that 
the proposed engagements respecting 
the Pacific Railway would add to the 
burdens of the country one hundred mile 
lions. To-day how the scene had changed. 
To-day when the Government have in- 
formed the House that the British Gov- 


j 


w 
" 


ernment are prepared to help us in carry~— 


ing out great public works he declares 


that we are too rich to accept such assis- © 


tance (hear, hear.) The honorable gentle- 
man last session threatened the House 


with an increase of taxation, in view of 


the construction of the Pacific Railway 
and other public works, 
year when we are asking our people to 


but oo 


encourage these great undertakings and 


assist in developing the resources of our 
country, he attacks the Government be- 
cause they are not prepared to recom- 


of that debt. 


_ present taxation. 


himself what the debt was. 
' Morris) liked honesty and fair play, but 


_ as that. 
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mend a reduction of taxation. Ue (Mr. 
Morris) had been amused at reading a 
speech made by the hon. gentleman 
before Parliament met last year in which 
he had pledged himself that no matter 
what Government came into power there 
would have tobe an increase of at least 


_ five per cent in taxation. He would quote 


the words he had then used. ‘The speech 
was made at London during a pilgrimage 
through the country and was as follows : 
He <Mr. Mackenzie) would like to give 
those present an honestand fair statement 
of the increase in our public debt, but he 
would tell them frankly that it was 
impossible for any® man to take up the 
public accounts and ascertain the amount 
We knew the amount 
that bore interest in England. We knew 
the amount ofa certain kind of stock that 
carried interest in Canada; but that was 
about all. Our debentures of all kinds 
amounted to nearly 94 millions afloat, but 
Government knowing that there was an 
annual deficit, knowing that if they put 
on taxation to the extent necessary to 
meet the public requirements they would 


be called to account—sought to hide our. 


indebtedness. * ei * He ventured 
to say, and he knew he would be able to 


_ prove the assertion when Parliament met, 
_ that if we were called on to pay all our 


debts since 1867, we would have toimpose 
a rate of five per cent additional to our 
Whatever Government 
came into power there was a serious finan- 
cial difficulty before them, be they what 
they may.’’ That was the forecast of the 
the honourable gentleman of the financial 
condition of the Dominion. and he had 
heard the reply to-day; He had heard 
that instead of there being a deficiency 


since Confederation there had been a 


steady increase of our revenue, and that 


now there was a large surplus in ex- 


istence. He had told the people 
there that it was impossible for any man 
to form an opinion of what our debt was, 


_intimating that the Government tried to 


conceal the true state of the debt; but 
when he came down to the House, he 
found out from the public accounts for 
He (Mr. 


he would ask what sort of honesty it was 
that represented matters in such a light 
The member for South Waterloo 
had also given some attention to the 


financial position of the country. From 
a paper published by that honorable gen- 
_ tleman on the resources of the Dominion, 
_it would appear that he had no difficulty 
_in finding out the debt from the accounts. 


The member for Lambton had told the 
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| people that so great was the ambarrass- 


ment in our finances, that the Government 
must come down and add five per cent. 
to the taxation of the country. But what 
was the result? Instead of adding five 
per cent., no lessa sum than $800,000 hat 
been taken off last session, and notwith- 
standing that, the Government met the 
House with a large surplus, and with re- 
sources to justify them in undertaking 
the large works necessary in the Do- 
minion, He(Mr. Morris) had thought it 
right to call the attention of the House to 
the changed position of the honorable 
gentleman. Right glad would he 
be if he found him in the future 
standing forward with those who 
desire to consolidate this Dominion. 
Right glad would he have been if instead. 
of opposing every measure submitted to this. 
House he had endeavored to stand by the 
party who have the weal and welfare of 
the Dominion heartily before them. But. 
this pleasure was denied him, for he (Mr. 
Mckenzie) had set his face against every 
effort to conciliate Nova Scotia, he had 
resisted the terms for the admission of 
British Columbia, and had opposed the 
construction of the Pacific Railway. He 
had resisted in every case measures that. 
had been proposed and which time was 
proving to have been in the interests of 
the Dominion. He [Mr. Morris] would. 
like to see the hon. gentleman with his 
great talents working with those who - 
hope to make this Dominion worthy of its 
position as a portion of the great British 
Empire. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said with 
reference to the statement of his having 
unnecessarily introduced the Treaty of 
Washington into his speech, that it must 
be admitted that under the circumstan- 
ces it was utterly impossible for him in 
making his financial statement to avoid) 
all reference to that ‘I'reaty, and with re-. 
ference to the charges of his having omit- 
ted to mention necessary matters he 
could only say that he had endeavored to 
confine himself to the financial question 
as muchas possible, As to the expres- 
sion of regret of the hon. member for 
Sherbrooke that his resolutions of last, 
year had not carried, that hon, gentle- 
man must admit that they could not pos- 
sibly have influenced the proceedings at. 
Washington. The Canadian Government 
had no responsibility whatever in the 
matter of the Washington Treaty, and he 
believed the first Minister would have 
acted in the most dishonorable manner 
towards the Imperial. Government if he 
had joined the Commission with the de- 
liberate intention of not conform: 
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ing to the instructions 
There had been a total misconception on 
this point—there could not be two parties 
on the English side of the question, and 
the leader of the Government had been in 
no way a Canadian Commissioner. 
as the matter affected Canada, Parliament 
haa now full power to deal with it. He 
then referred to the remarks of the mem- 
ber for North Lanark, on the subject of 
the West Indies Commission. He was 
acquainted with the sentiment of the 
people of British Guiana, and it was only 
just that he should point out the absurd 

ity of be propositions put forward by 
some of the people of Canada, The great 
part of the revenue of British Guiana was 
derived from duties on a few principal 
articles, such as flour and salt, fish and 
others produced in Canada, while a large 
proportion of the Canadian revenue was de- 
rived from duties on sugar, which was pro- 
duced in British Guiana, and it was there- 
fore impossible to carry out the sugges- 
tion that those articles respectively should 
be admitted into the countries free, with- 
out seriously affecting the revenue of both 
countries. He would now refer to one or 
two remarks of the member for West 
Durham, who had alleged that he [Sir 
Francis] had admitted a discrepancy of 


views between himself and his colleagues. |. 


There was no such discrepancy, for as to 
the remarks of the hon. Secretary of 
State for the Provinces, which had so 
often been called in question, he believed 
there was no more loyal man 
in the House than’ that hon. 
gentleman, and no one more attached to 
British connection. That gentleman 
might have expressed his views strongly, 
but they tended in an entirely different 
direction from independence or annexa:- 
tion. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON—He only improved 
the impossibility from his point of view of 
continuing the connection. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—Nothing 
of the kind. There were a number of 
persons who held opinions in regard to a 
reorganisation of the Empire, and who 
believed that better relations might be 
established by which the colonies would 
have a larger voice in the conduct of [m- 
perial affairs. He must admit that such 
sentiments were largely entertained, but 
he did not believe they could be carried 
out, and he believed that was the dizec. 
tion in which the remarks of the Secretary 
of State for the Provinces had pointed. The 
member for Lotbiniere had seemed to 
Imagine that Canada could frame a com- 
mercial policy entirely irrespective of the 
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Imperial Government, and he (Sir Francis) 
had endeavoredin his previous remarks 
to show how impossible such a course 
was. As to the remarks of the member 
for Lennox he did not believe there was 
any danger of the evils he apprehended. 
Of late there had not been any great 
extension, many public works had been 
promoted, but there had been no large 
introduction of foreign capital, and there 
were no indications of the danger against 
which the honorable gentleman was so 
constantly warning them. 

Hon. Mr. HOLLON said the Minister of 
Finance having repeated a proposition 
that the the Prime Minister went to deal 
with Canadian matters as an officer of the 
[Imperial Government, and with no re- 
sponsibility to that House, he must say 
that he held such a statement to be 
altogether absurd, and in his judgment it 
was disrespectful to the House that such 
a grave question should be introduced by 
aside windin the Budget Speech. He 
did not doubt that there had beena 
direct intention to draw out the House, 
but it had not succeeded. He would not 
speak on the matter until the question 
had been placed before the House by the 
Prime Minister, but that hon. gentleman 
would not take the ground of the Minister 
of Finance. ; 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE rose to explain that 
his mention of a difference of opinion be- 
tween the Finance Minister and the other 
members of the Government had refer- 
ence to the statement that he (the Minis. 
ter of Finance) regretted deeply that the 
First Minister had been asked to join the 
Washington Commission, and that he 
regretted that the fishery question had 
been mixed up with Imperial matters, 
opinions entirely at variance with the ex- 
pressed views of other ministers. 

Mr. YOUNG referred to the remarks of 
the Minister of Inland Revenue, and 
maintained that the statements he had 
quoted from speeches of the member for 
Lambton were correct. He quoted from 
the statistics of the previous years referred 
to by the member tor Lambton to show 
that there really had been deficits, and 
that the exact public debt could not be 
ascertained. He was rather amused to 
hear the Minister of Inland Revenue 
claim that last year they had reduced the 
taxationby $800,000. For in the first place 
that reduction was chiefly made by the 
aah and in the second it had only been 

ut on in the year previous. Though 
there might be a surplus now no credit 
was due to the Government, and the 
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immense importations of foreign goods. 
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greatly increase the amount. 
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He regretted that Government should 
rush into expenditure just as fast as the 
revenue increased. ‘l’hat increase could 
not be depended on, and it would proba- 
bly be found that in years to come the 
expenditure could not be reduced while 
the revenue might decrease. He referred 
to the expenditure each year since Con- 
federation shewing an increase of some 
four millionsin the four years that had 
expired, while this year a further 
increase of between two and _ three 
millions was proposed. He looked to the 
future with considerable alarm. As to 


the statement of the Minister of Inland’ 
Revenue that he (Mr. Young) had ascer-: 


tained the public debt, he might say that 
the figures were not his, but those of 
the Auditor General, and doubted whe- 
ther it would be possible for any one not 
initiated to find out the public debt from 
the public accounts. The debt that had 
been mentioned did not include the debts 
of the different Provinces, which would 
At any 
rate the public debt had of late greatly 
increased. He referred to the Pacific 


_ Railway, and believed that $50,000,000 


would be absorbed in that work, but the 


i amount proposed, $30,000,000, would in~ 


_ a few years be very deeply felt 


é crease the public debt to $157,000,000. 


The burden now being incurred would in 
He had 


no faith in the statement that the railway 


- would cause no increase of taxation. 


He 
could shew the House a statement shew. 


_ ing how greatly expenditure had increased 
- under the management of the hon. gen- 


tleman opposite, and he instanced items 


in which such increase had occurred, 


which he considered altogether unreason- 
able, and stated that “the Marine and 


- Fisheries shewed a most lavish expendi- 


- ture. 


It had happened on both occasions 


_ of the present Finance Minister being in 
Office, that the most lavish expenditure 


had taken place, and referred to the seri- 
ous results that he said had followed the 
the action of that Minister in former 
years, when there had been deficits for 
seven consecutive years. ‘The hon. gen- 
tleman had landed in Canada when an 


other large expenditure was about to 
_take place, and feared similar serious re 


sults. 

Mr. WORKMAN [Montreal] had heard 
the financial statement with very great 
satisfaction indeed. He had feared that 
the country was going to be sunk in debt, 
but the fear had now been removed from 
his mind. He was glad to hear there was 
to be no increased taxation, but that the 
great public works could be carried out 
on the present taxation, and he was sa- 
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tisfied with the position the Dominion was 
assuming before the world. The House 
and country ought to be proud of the 
statement of the Minister of Fi. 
nance. but he _ trusted the  Goyv- 
eramert would be guarded = in 
the proposed large expenditure. A very 
great amount of borrowed money was 
being introduced into the country and 
difficulties in future years were very pos- 
sible. He could not but approve however 
of the proposed canal enlargement which 
was a matter of the very greatest conse- 
quence. , 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said there was no 
doubt that the view of the member for 
Montreal would be very much appreciated, 
and that every one would admit that the 
expenditure should be kept within the 
means of the country. He maintained 


that the actual increase of the revenue of 


the past years since Confederation, taken 
in connection with what might fairly be 
counted on in the future, fully justified 
the proposed expenditure, stating that an 
increased population of a million during 
the next ten years, would of itself place 
an increased revenve of four millions at 
the disposal of the Government. He be< 
lieved that the amount named by the 
Finance Minister as being gained by 
means of the Imperial guarantee was 
very much below what would really result. 
Referring to the hon. member for Lambton, 
he remembered how the hon. gentleman, 
two years ago, pointed out the lamentable 
condition the country was likely to be in, 
and said some severe things, for which he 
afterwards apologized, but to-night they 
had heard him speak of the proaperity of 
the country, and our ability to carry on 
any necessary works without the aid of an 
Imperial guarantee. His hon. friend on the 
opposite side of the House had referred 
to the increased expenditure of the Do~ 
minion, and stated that the interest on 
the debt had increased $600,000 since 
1867; but he had not taken into 
consideration the debts of the provinces 
assumed by the Dominion since that time. 
By referring to the comparative state- 
ments published, it would be seen that 
the result was quite different to that sta- 
ted by his hon. friend. The hon. gentle— 
man complained of the expenditure of 
the Post Office Department, Public Works 
and Railways. He would ask how the 
postal accommodation between the pro- 
vinces forming the Dominion, particularly 
the North West and British Columbia, 
could be improved without increasing 
the expenditure. A great many miles 
had been added to the Government 
Railways, and the increased amount in the 


251 The 
estimates now before the House was to 
enable them to extend their railway 
accommodation, and the revenue was in 
excess Of the estimated expenditure, 
With reference to the increase in 
the expenditure of the Civil Service, he 
had explained last year, that the Kngi- 
neers whose salaries were previously 
charged against Public Works, had been 
transferred to the Department of Public 
Works, and stil! that department did not 
show any increase. Similarly the Adjutant 
General’s Department had been transfer- 
red to the Department of Militia, and yet 
the expenditure of that Department was 
notsomuch asin 1867. Of the increases 
last year $8,000 was the salary of the Lieut. 
Governor of Manitoba, and $14,000 for Post 
oftices in the cities of Montreal and Quebec 
and other places, and by deducting those 
amounts, it would be seen that there was 
no increase over the previous year. He 
would like his hon. friend to point out 
the figures, and show where they could 
not be justified ; any increase would bear 
the most rigid investigation and scrutiny. 
The hon. gentleman had referred to the 
lighthouse service and the increased cost 
thereof. He (Mr. Tilley) felt sure that 
there wis no service in the country 
which would be more _ cheerfully 
sustained, and appropriations made 
for, than that which would 
light our coasts and make navigation sure, 
thereby saving risk—and reducing the 
rates of ocean freightage and insurance. 
He was satisfied that the revenue and 
surplus for the next ten years would be 
sufficient for the execution of the public 
works foreshadowed by the Minister of 
Finance. Even if there should bea re. 
action in the commercial prosperity of the 
country, the population was increasing at 
the rate of two and ahalf per cent, and if 
the revenue did not increase propor- 
tionately, there would still be more 
than sufficient, with the surplus, to pay 
the interest on the liabilities and supply 
the wants of the country. He agreed with 
the hon. member for Sherbrocke that the 
Minister of Finance was quite right in not 
dealiag with the surplus, as the country 
will be ina better position to meet all 
liabilites promptly, and he could see no 
fear whatever of difficulty arising out of 
the undertakings mentioned by the Minis- 
ter of Finance. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE spoke in the 
strongest language of the Speech of the 
Hon. Minister of Irland Revenue, and 
referred to the course which he (Mr. Mac- 
Kenzie) had pursued with regard to the 
subsidies to the various Provinces. He 
did not look with serious apprehension to 
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any great national calamity, but the 
financial policy of the Minister of Finance 
was calculated to bring on commercial 
depression. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU explained the 
policy of the new born National Party of 
the Province of Quebec, and showed that 
the hon. member for Lambton had given 
that party a most severe rebuke, having 
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denounced the platform on which all their 


hopes are based. 

The House then went into Committee 
of Ways and Means, Mr. Street in the 
Chair— Reported and asked leave to sit 
again. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD moved the 
second reading of An Act to amend the 
law relating to the fraudulent marking of 
merchandize. He explained that it was 
an adaptation of the English Statute on 
the subject passed in 1862. The reason 
for the introduction of the Law was that 
a failure of justice had occurred in a late 
trial at Montreal where a person had been 
indicted under the Law as it now stands. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved 
the second reading of the Bill, ‘An Act 
to make provision for the continuation 
and extension of the Geological Survey of 
Canada, and for the maintenance of the 
Geological Museum. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE had observed in 
the estimates, that in addition to the in- 
creased expenditure for this service, there 
were special votes for large amounts, and 
he moved to know whether such was ne- 


ra 


cessary. He thought the vote of 945,000 — 


was intended to cover all expenses. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—In 
the absence of the Secretary of State for 
the Provinces, said the vote was intended: 
to coyer all the expenses, but that he 
supposed the additional sum asked for 
was an exceptional vote for British Colum- 
bia. 

An Act to correct a Clerical Error in the 
Act reluting to Banks and Banking, and to 


amend the said Act, was read a second ~ 


time, and referred to the Committee on 
Banking and commerce. 

An Act respecting the public debt and 
the raising of loans authorized by Parlia- 
ment was read a second time. 


The House then went into Committee — 


to consider the following resolution 


which was adopted : 


ftesoived,—That it is expedient to indemnify 
the Members of the Privy Council, the Auditor 
General, and all other officers and persons con- 
cerned in the issue of a Special Warrant by His- 
Excellency the Governor General, upon an Order 


in Council made 17th October, ‘1871, under the 


provisions of the 85th Section ot the Act 81 Vicks 


cap. 5, for the advance of the sum of one hundred — 


thousand dollars to meet the expenditure on ac— 
count of the Expeditionary Force which was or- 
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dered to be sent to the Provincé of Manitoba, or 
in the expenditure of $62,150.72 for the said pur- 
pose out of the said sum of $100,000.00, detailed 
accounts of such expenditure having been laid 


before Parliament, and ajl the requirements of 


the Act aforesaid in the premises having been 
duly compiied with. 

Also,— 

A resolution declaring it expedient to 
amend and consolidate, and to extend to 
the whole Dominion of Canada, the Law 
respecting the inspection of certain staple 
articles of Canadian produce, which was 
adopted. 

_An Act to amend the Act regulating 
the issue of Dominion Notes, was report» 
ed by the Committee. 

House adjourned at 10.30. 


SENATE. 


WepNgspay, Ist May, 1872: 
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
p.m. : 
PETITIONS. 


__ Hon. Mr. HAZEN, from Committee on 


Standing Orders and Private Bills, report- 
ed favourably on following petitions: 
Of the Western Assurance Company ; 


praying for certain amendments to their 


Act of Incorporation. 


Of the Northern Railway Company of | 


_ Canada; praying for an Act to consolidate 


into one lease, the present leases of the 


_ Railway Company. 
__ Of A. G. P, Dodge, of Township of West 


_ Vince of Ontario, and late of the Vity of 
_ New York, praying for an Act of natural. 
ization. — 


Toronta, Simcoe and Muskoka Junction 


Railway Company, and the North Grey 


“ Gwillembury, in the County of York, Pro- 


_ Of Messrs, Gooderham and Worts, and 


_ Others of the City of Toronto; praying to 
_ be incorporated as “The Mail Printing and 

_ Publishing Company.” 

_ Ofthe Hon. David Lewis Macpherson 
and others, of the City of Toronto, and 
elsewhere in the Dominion of Canada; 
_ praying to be incorporated as “‘The Inter. 


_ oceanic Railway Company of Canada.” 


| 


Of Wm. L. Forsyth, and others, praying 


_ to be incorporated as “The Anticosti 


Company .”’ 

_ Of “The Canada Southern Railway Com- 
pany,” praying for power to construct a 
Railway Bridge over the Detroit River, at 
Or near the Town of Amherstburg; and 
also, to construct a Railway Bridge over 
ora Tunnel under the St. Clair River; 
that two companies may be incorporated 
for these purposes, to be called respective- 
ly, the ‘Detroit River Railway Bridge 
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Company,” and the ‘st. Clair River Rail- 
way Bridge and Tunnel Company :” and 
that the Directors of the Canada Southern 
Railway Company be the Provisional Di- 
rectors of the said Companies. 

Of George Laidlaw, and others, of the 
City of Toronto; praying to be incorporat- 
ed as the Lake Superior und Fort Garry 
Railway Company. 

Of J. McGaw, and others ot the Cities of 
Montreal, Toronto and Kangston, praying 
to be incorporated as ‘* The Inland Marine 
and Fire Insurance Company of Canada,” 

Of R. Jas. Reekie and others, of the 
Dominion of Canada, praying for the pass- 
ing ofan Act to authorise them to con- 
struct a Railway westward, from Lake Nip. 
issing through Fort Garry to British Col- 
umbia, with a terminus on the Pacific 
Ocean, and for other purposes. 


Business. 


DIVORCE. 


Committee on Standing Orders and Pri- 
vate Bills having reported that rules had 
been complied with in case of petition of 
J. Robert Martin, 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a Bill 
for the relief of same. 

Second reading 16th May, when peti- 
tioner appears at Bar of House. 


PRINTING. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN presented two re- 
ports from the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing. Consideration on Monday next, 


: REVENUES. 


Hon. Mr. BUREAU referred to the ne-- 
cessity of having, in accordance with the 
notice which he had given foran address, 
a detailed statement of the revenue 
arising from duties of Customs and other 
revenues of every kind proceeding from 
each of the Provinces of the Dominion of 
Canada, from the Union, or from the ad- 
mission of the Province into the Union, 
until the 30th June, 1871, and of the ex- 
penses of collection of such revenues, dis- 
tinguishin® the articles imported and ex- 
ported and the duties paid thereon, in 
each of the said Provinces, trom the said. 
dates to the 30th June, 1871, and the 
corresponding expenses of collection of 
such duties to the said date. He then 
withdrew his motion, 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Hon, Mr, MACFARLANE asked whe-~ 
ther the Report of the Geological Survey 
will be submitted to Parliament and when’? 


Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL—In a few days. 
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FISHERIES. 
Hon. Mr. HAZEN asked: What was the 


expenditure incurred by the Dominion 
Government in protecting the Fisheries 
during the last season, and whether they 
can form any approximate estimate of 
the expenditure of the Home Govern- 
ment for the like service ? 


Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied : The 


estimated cost of the Marine Police for } 


the protection of the Fishery was during 
the past year about $84,000. With regard 
to the second branch of the question as 
towhether Government can form any 4p- 
proximate estimate of the expenditure 
of the Home Government for the like 
service, he stated that he could not give 
any reliable d.ta on which to estimate 
the cost of such service but he 1s satis- 
fied that 1t must amount to several hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. 


ANNUITIES. 


Hon. Mr. WARK moved that an hum- 
ble Address be presented to His Excel- 
lency the Governor General, praying that 
His Excellency will be pleased to cause 
such measures tobe taken as will enable 
the Minister of Finance to convert into 
Life Annuities such portions of the Public 
Debt as may, from time to time be found 
necessary to meet the requirements of 
persons seeking such means of invest- 
ment. In making the motion he stated 
that he had known very many persons, 
men and women well advanced in years, 
widows and orphans, and others, suffer 
heavy losses on account of the misman- 
agement and dishonesty of persons to 
whom they had entrusted their moneys, 
and he thought it yery advisable to estab- 
lish the system in question, which would 
afford a fund where parties could find a 
safe investment. It was now sixty years 
since the system had been established in 
England, and it was now working admir— 
ably, although some losses were sustained 
at the outset by the Government, on ac- 
count of the trickery of stock, jobbers ; 
but such result need not be feared in this 
country, as the operation of the law could 
be well guarded. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that the 
Minister of Finance had now the power to 
make the provision in question, and in- 
tended offering some amendments in the 
same direction during the present session. 
Under these circumstances, the hon. gen- 
tleman would probably consent to with- 
draw his motion. 


Hon. Mr. WARK consented. 
Hon. Mr. Hazen. 


[SENATE] 


Business. 


IMMIGRATION. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a Bill 
to provide for the incorporation of Immi- 
gration Aid Societies. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Bill in reference to the above sub- 


ject was deferred until Monday next, 


French copy not being ready. of 
LARCENY OF STAMPS. 


On motion of the Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL, 
the Bill in reference to Stamps was read a 
third time, and sent back to the House of 
Commons. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wepnespay, Ist May, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 p.m. 
Several petitions were read. 

Hon. Mr. 
sent what was scarcely a legitimate peti- 
tion. 


several persons who had been imprisoned’ 


during the rebellious troubles. It stated f 
that Dr. Schultz had been rewarded tor ~ 
his losses at the rate of $10 a day, while — 


MACKENZIE desired to pre- 


He had been sent a petition from ~ 


Fort Garry by telegraph. It was from — 


— 


they were only offered $2.. They prayed ~ 


for an enquiry into their losses. 
By Mr. 
Huron and Lake Erie Canal Company. 


FERGUSON—Petition of the 


Of the Toronto Corn Exchange praying — 
for a line of steamers to open up trade to — 


Halifax in Nova Scotia. 
By Mr. SHANLY—For a 
connect Ottawa with Montreal. 


Of the Chairman of the Board of Com-— 


&c., praying — 
for certain measures to prevent the deser-— 


merce, Greenock, Scotland, 


tion of seamen in Canada. . 
A Petition was read from Major Bernard, — 
of Douglastown, District of Gaspe, Pro-— 
vince of Quebec, stating that he was liter- 
ally dead, and praying for a pension. 
He (Major B.) had been injured, was 
sorry to succumb, but necessity knew no 
law, his shoulder had been dislocated, 
his ribs broken, and his memory affected 
He hoped he would not meet with th 
reply of ‘no friends’ (great laughter 
He had lately lost two situations becaus 
he was unable to keep them. : 
Mr. JONES (Halifax) introduced a Bi 
to assimilate the law of Nova Scotia w1 
those of other parts of the Dominion i 
respect to interest. 
Mr. WORKMAN moved, in absence 
Mr. Ryan, member for Montreal West, f 


Railway to 4 


257 


Questionsiby 


leave to introduce a Bill to incorporate 


_ the Anticosti Company. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved for leave to 


introduce a Bill to incorporate the Canada 


and Newfoundland Sealing and Fishing 
Company. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN submitted a re- 
port relating to the accident on the Wind- 


_ for and Halifax Railway and other matters. 


QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS. 


Mr. BENOIT—-Whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to place funds at 
the disposal of the Honourable, the Min- 
ister of Agriculture, for the purpose of 
causing to be held an exhibition of cattle, 
agricultural and horticulture produce, and 
objects of art invention; &c., from all 
parts of the Dominion for the year 1872. 

_ Hon. Mr, POPE.—It is not the inten- 
tion of the Government todo so. 

Mr. BENOIT- Whether it is the inten- 


_ tion of the Government to make to the 
Boards or Councils of Agriculture in each 
_ Province, or toAgricultural Societies, grants 


of money which will enable them to pro- 


_mote the progress of Agriculture through- 
out the whole Dominion ? 


‘ tion of the Government, although strongly 


to advance the 
do 80? 
_ Mr. CURRIER—When the Return to 


Hon. Mr. POPE—It is not the inten- 


spmpathizing with everything calculated 
progress of Agriculture, to 


Address of 4th May, 1870, for a return of 
the names, origin, creed, position, and 
pay of the employes of the Dominion Goy- 
ernment will be laid before the House? 

_ Hon. Mr. MORRIS—Either this week or 


_ beginning of next weex. 


__Mr. DELORME (St. Hyacintbe) — 


- Whether it is the intention of the Govern. 


‘ment to take any steps towards preventing 


the emigration of Canadians to the United 
States, by holding out such material ad- 
vantages as will induce Canadians to 
remain in their own country? 

And,— 


_ Whether it is the intention of the Gov- 


ernment to take more effectual means to 


encourage Canadians who have emigrated 
to the United States to return to Canada, 


and whether one of such measures is to set 


apart out of the amount voted for immi- 


_ gration the greater part of that sum for 


his purpose ? 

Hon. Mr. POPE—The Government were 
doing everything in their power to induce 
‘emigrants from the United States and 
everywhere else to come to Canada ? 


___ Mr. BOLTON—Whether, under Article 
| Eighteen of the Treaty of Washington, 


United States fishermen will be expected 


_ to be governed, when fishing in Dominion 
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waters, by municipal or other regulations 
establishing close time for the protection 
of spawning grounds, or other protective 
measures for the preservation of the fish- 
eries ? 

And,— 

Whether, under the Twenty-first Article 
of the Treaty of Washington, the fish and 
fish oil that are proposed to be admitted 
free of duty into the United States are 
méant to be only what are produced with- 
in the limits of the Dominion, or of tish 
caught by the subjects of the Dominion 
outside of the three mile limit, will be 
considered the produce of the Dominion 
fisheries, and admitted free of duty ? 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD would 
be obliged to his hon. friend if he would 
postpone these questions until after the 
discussion on the Washington Treaty. — 
Postponed. 

Mr. FOURNIER—Whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government to take under 
its control the wharves built upon the St. 
Lawrence, below Quebec, by means of 
loans from the Municipal Loan Fund, and 
to relieve the Municipalities from the 
debt which they have contracted in erect - 
ing the same ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN—The matter had 
engaged the attention of the Government, 
but no decision had yet been arrived at. 

Mr. LAWSUN—Whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to place a sum 
in the Estimates of the current year for 
the purpose of opening Big Creek (in the 
County of Norfolk), into the water of Lake 
Erie, for a Harbour of Retuge, in accord- 
ance with the petition to His Excellency 
the Governor General.of R. Abbott and 
200 others ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN— It was the inten 
tion of the Government to have the mat- 
ter of opening up of Big Creek inquired 
into by a competent engineer. 

Mr. KEELER—Whether the lands of 
Presqu Isle Peninsula and High Bluft, in 
the ‘lownship of Brighton, are the pro- 
perty of the Dominion, and if so, is it the 
intention, cither to sell, or lease, with 
right of cutting wood for fuel and fencing, 
to the present occupants as prayed by 
their petition of recent date ? 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER—These lands were 
obtained for light-house purposes, and it 
was not consistent with the pullicinterest 
that any part of them should be either 
sold or leased. 

Mr. MASSON, (Soulanges)— Whether it 
is the intention of the Government before 
commencing the works for the enlarge- 
ment of the Canals of the Dominion to 
have a thorough examination made by 
competent Engineers of the North shore 
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of the Coteau Rapids in the Counties of 
Soulanges and Vaudreuil in order to as- 
certain if it would not be less costly and 
more advantageous ina commercial and 
strategetic poiut of view to build a new 
canal to the North of the said Rapids in 
preference to enlarging the existing Beau: 
harnois Canal, the building of which on 
the South shore of the said Rapids has 
been the ciuse of so much outlay and 
damage to property, outlay and damages, 
which if they continue, will, with the ad- 
dition of the cost of enlargement, far ex- 
ceed the cost of building anew canal on 
the North shore of the Coteau Rapids? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN-—-It will be taken 
into consideration by the Government. 

Mr. OLIVER moved for the correspon- 
dence relating to fees charged by Ameri- 
can officials on goods and produce passing 
through the United States in bond. He 
stated that these charges were so heavy 
that it was almost impossible to send 
goods either to Europe or to the Mari- 
time Provinces in bond, and it also ope- 
rated very much against shipments to the 
United States, while at the same time the 
products of the United States passed 
through the Dominion without any fee or 
charge. He thought some steps should 
be taken by the Government to remedy 
the evil which was complained of in all 
parts of the country. 

Mr. DE COSMOS said the question was 
one in which British Columbia was spe 
cially interested, as they imported largely 
from Great Britain via San Francisco and 
Panama. de understood that the 
charges alluded to were very exorbitant. 
The pack trade along the frontier was 
at times compelled to cross the border, 
when they had to crave indulgence 
and assistance from the Custom House 
officers, often causing great expense. He 
hoped the Government would take up the 
matter in order that the charges might be 
made as low as possible. This was the 
more important in view of the large trade 
that was expected between British Co- 
lumbia and the Dominion. 

Mr. GIBBS was glad that the subject 
had been brought before the House as it 
was a very embarrassing one to the coun: 
try. Im many instances the consular 
charges were so great that they amounted 
to a large tax upon some articles, such as 
coarse grains. He had nodoubt that in 
the arrangement: connected with the 
Washington Treaty this matter had re-~ 
ceived attention. 

Mr. CURRIER was also glad that the 
question had been brought up, and hoped 
the Government would be induced to take 
steps to remoye the grievance. It applied 
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more especially to the lumber trade than 
to any other, as the charges imposed on 
each barge load of lumber sent to’ the 
United States were enormous. 


amounted to a heavy tax upon 
trade. ye 


Mr. WHITE also represented the great 


inconvenience caused to the lumber trade,’ 
between (seorgian Bay and the United’ 
States, in having to obtain the necessary 
consular certificate before the lumber 
could be shipped. rarer tgs 
Mr. WORKMAN would like to say a, 
word forthe merchants of Montreal (hear, 


hear, and laughter.) The inconvenience — 


and annoyance had. been very great. The 


present Consular Agent at Montreal was 
not, however, so exacting as some Of his. 
predecessors, and consequently there was’ 
not the same amount of expense and. 
trouble, but in view of the large trade 
which was expected to spring up with. 
British Columbia he thought the Govern, 
mentshould make an effort to remove the 


grievance. 


Mr. MERRITT would call attention to. 
Canadian vessels berg 


y+ 
‘ 


another point 
on Lake Michigan were obliged to call a 
the first. Aiuerican port, and obtain a Con- 


ign? 


‘He had 
not the details before him, but ee 


sular certificate. The delay caused by 


this was a great tax on the trade. 
Mr. HARRISON would, as — 
member for Montreal had done with re- 


gard to that city, say a word on behalf of 
the merchants of Toronto (hear, hear.) — 


He thought that something should 


be done to regulate these charges’ 


on goods in bond and to bring 
them down to the lowest possible amount, 
At present he believed, there. were no 
regulations on the subject, and it was in 
portant, in view of the arrangement 


under the Washington Treaty, that some ; 


7 


correspondence should take place between 


" 
i 


the Government of Canada and’ that o 
the United States, in order, if possible, to 
do away with the grievance. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said that it was quite 
apparent that it would be a very popular 
arrangement if the Government coul 


a 


the hon. yu 


“ 


¢ 


H 
‘ 


y 
‘i 


succeed in obtaining a relaxation of the 
charges imposed by the United States, 


He might say that he was not very san-_ 


guine of success, because on other points 


the Government had found it exceedingly 
difficult to obtain the desired concssions. 


The difficulties were not confined solely to, 


s 


the charges made by the Government 


made by persons who gave their bonds 


(xpress companies, for instance), and 
became personally responsible. ‘The cor-— 
respondence, if there was any, would be, 


of 
the United States, but included charges 


- that Her Majesty,s advisers have seen fit to as- 


that such a course of action is likely to operate as 
_adirect incentive to renewed outrages, inasmuch 


8, Resolved;—That taking into consideration the 


gations towards the Dominion of Canada is a 
matter of comparative indifference to Her Ma- 
-_jesty’s Imperial Cabinet, 


the whole matter would be before the | 


e 2a 
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brought down, and if the Government | 
found they could accomplish anything in 


the matter, they would certainly do so. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that what- 
ever took place at Washington last year 
on this subject should be known to the 
House. He was sure that it could not 
have escaped the attention of our Com- 
missioner, | 
‘Mr. CARTWRIGHT moved the House into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the 
following resolutions : 

1, Resolved,—Thatthis House regrets to learn 


sume the responsibility of withdrawing the claims 
of the Dominion of Canada, against the United 
States, for compensation on account of injuries | 
arising from the Fenian raids. 

2) Resolved,—That this House cannot but feel | 
thatthe proposal to indemnify the: people of Ca- | 
nada, whether directly or indirectly, at the ex. | 
pense of the English taxpayer, for wrongs com- 

titted. by subjects of a foreign State, is im politic, 
both in itself and as tendinfi to produce just dissa-__ 
tisfaction in the Mother country, andfurthermore | 


ag itis notorious that the above mentioned raids 
bave arisen rather from feelings of hostility to | 
the Imperial Governmentas a whole, than from 
any special animositiy to the inhabitants of this 
Dominion. 

ircumstances under which these inroads were 
committed this House is apprehensive that the | 
refusal of the British Government to press these 
claims is calculated to encourage the people and 
Government of the United. States, in the belier 
that the due discharge of their international obli- 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD asked 
that the motion might stand till Friday, 
when the Bill would be introduced and 


House 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT said that in consent. | 


_ ing to the suggestion, it was on the un- 
_ derstanding only that if anything prevent- 


- ed his motion being dealt with on Friday, 


 gervice between certain places in the 


tition of the Nova Scotia Electric Tele- 


heshould take the earliest opportunity 


afterwards of proceeding with it. 
 sDAILY MAIL IN JOLIETTE COUNTY. 


‘Mr. GODIN moved an address for co- 
pies of petitions, correspondence, &c., re 
lative to the establishment of daily mail 
County of Jolietfe.—Carried. 

NOVA SCOTIA ELECTRIC TELEGRAPH CO. 
Mr, CHILPMAN moved to refer the pe- 


graph Company to the Standing Commit- 
t sa NH HYE, Canals and Telegraphs.— 


| RIVERS THAMES AND SYDENHAM. 
Mr MILLS moved’an address for copies 
of all’ plans; reports, specifications and 
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contracts relating to the improvement of 
the navigation ofthe Rivers Thames and 
Sydenham since 1867. He referred to 
discussions on the subject a few years 
since, when Government had held that 
small tributary streams were under con- 
trol of the local Government, but Gov- 
ernment afterwards divided the streams 
of the country into classes, one class be- 
ing under control of the Dominion Govs 
ernment alone and another class consist- 
ing of streams, among which were the 
Thames and Sydenham, was to be im- 
proved on condition that certain sums 
were contributed by the Local Govern- 
ment. Obstacles had now formed in the 


and Sydenham. 


| rivers in question and he desired to ascer- 


tain the action of the Goveanment. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the mover 
had spoken of correspondence but had 
not mentioned it in his motion. 

Mr. MILLS had asked for what he want- 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN was not prepared 
to give animmediate answer in the mat- 
ter, and desired the questions asked 
might be put on notice paper. He did 
not think the plans, &c., were in his 
Deyartment. 

Mr. MILLS said the Government had 
had a money graut and expended it, and 
he could not understand how they could 
have done so without plans and specifica- 
tions. . 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the Gavernment 
had asked a vote, and if they had done 
the work there must be some plans and 
specifications. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE recollected that 
when the vote was taken he had asked 
how the money wasto be expended, the 
amount being $2,400, and had been in- 
formed that the Local Government would 
give asimilar amount, and the Dominion 
Government would then expend both 
sums. 

Mr. RUFUS STEPHENSON said that 
the Local Government having refused to 
undertake the work, application had been 
made to the Dominion Government, and 
the then Minister of Public Works con- 
sented to put a sum in the estimates pro- 
vided alike amount was made up from 
some local source. That amount had 
been made up, and tenders were then ad« 
yertised in Ontario, but no one would un- 
dertake the work at the amount named. 
Mr. Brown, however, afterwards consent— 
ed to do as much as possible for the 
amount granted, which was allowed to be 
done, but there were no papers other than 
those he himself had obtained from the 
Local Government. As to the Sydenham 
a vote had been obtained last year and 
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the work was going on now. The mem- 
ber for Bothwell had stated that the obs 
struction in the Thames was as 
great as ever, thus conveying the 
idea that the money expended upon re- 
moving it had been expended to no pur- 
pose, and he had studiously avoided all 
mention of the fact established by recent 
survey made by Mr. Molesworth, under 
orders from Mr. McKellar, Commissioner 
of Public Works for Ontario, that the 
water on the bar at the mouth of the 
river was this year 2 feet 3 inches lower 
than during the period of navigation last 
year. To fortify this statement, he (Mr. 
Stephenson) had in his possession a copy 
of the survey made by Mr. Molesworth, 
and also that gentleman’s report to the 
Commissioner of Public Works, both of 
which had been kindly supplied to him by 
Mr. McKellar on his personal application. 
With reference to the statement that 
Sydenham and Thames were under the 
jurisdiction of the Dominion Government, 
he (Mr. Stephenson) had contended all 
along that they were under that jurisdic- 
tion, and it would probably be remem- 
bered by the House that when the item of 
$2 400 had come up for consideration last 
year, the hon. member for Lambton had 
risen in his place, and questioned the 
propriety of voting it. That hon. gentle- 
man presumed it had been put in the 
estimates, in order to satisfy the member 
for Kent, who was known, he said, to be a 
servile supporter of the administration ; 
but while he did not question the neces- 
sity for the improvement at the mouth of 
the River Thames, he beld that if Govern- 
ment made an appropriation in that 
instance there were a hundred other rivers 
in the country equally entitled to consider- 
ation. However, notwithstanding these 
statements of the hon. member for Lamb- 
ton, the appropriation had been made, and 
the wisdom of Government in making it 
was fully verified since by the great bene- 
fits that had accrued from this work of 
improvement (hear, hear). 

The motion was then carried. 


BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. LAWSON moved anaddress for a 
return of the namesof all persons who 
have been appointed by the Government 
of Canada as agents or other employee of 
the Bureau of Immigration since the Ist 
January, 1°69, date of appointment, place 
where stationed, amount of salary or other 
remuneration paid each, and the instruc. 
tions issued to such Agents or employees, 
—Carried. 


Mr. R. Stephenson. 
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PASPEBIAC HARBOUR. 


Mr. RUBITAILLE moved an address 
sor the correspondence, &c., respecting 
Paspebiac harbor.—Carried. 


HAMEL ET } RERES. 


Mr. PELLETIER moved an address for 
the correspondence re<pecting the seizure. 
of merchandize by (Customs authorities 
belonging to Joseph Hamel et Freres, 
Quebec. ; 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said there would be 
no objection to bring down all the papers. 
The seizure consisted of some articles of 
jewellery which were found in a trunk of' 
the junior member of the firm, and which 
he had brought from England from friends 
and which were not reported at Portland. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN repeated the ex- 
planation in French; in the course of 
which os 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON objected—that the 
French translation contained much more 
than had keen said by the Minister of _ 
Customs. . 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said his state. 
ment and that of the Minister of Customs _ 
were substantially the same. 

Motion carried. 


IROQUOIS INDIANS, 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON moved address for 
correspondence respecting conduct of 
Iroquois chiefs at Caughnawaga. Car- ; 
ried. whe’: 

STEAM FIRE ENGINES, 


Mr. STEPHENSON moved address for 
statement of steam fire engines imported i 
into the Dominion during the years 1870 a 
and 1871. He said that manufactures of BI 
fire engines had been commenced. in 
Canada, but Americans had used every 
effort to break down the Canadian manu- _ 
facture, by bringing engines to Canada~ 
and selling them and offering them for~ 
sale at lower prices than those at which — 
they could be obtained at the place of» 
manufacture in the United States, 
More effectually %to carry out their de- a 
signs antagonistic to Canada these Ameri- _ 
cans had represented that parties pur- _ 
chasing engines from them would not be DS 
compelled to pay duty and that if they 
did pay it Government would allow them i 
adrawback. Now, he disbelieved Gov- 
ernment had acted so unfairly in the face a 
of the tariff propositions they had made, 
aad he thought 1t necessary in order that 
the truth might be known that these 
papers should be produced. a0 5 

Hon. Mr, TILLEY said he had no ob: . 
jection to the motion, and the hon, gentle. 


_ is just that the whole of the 
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man would find when the papers came 
down that they were entirely satisfac- 
tory. 

The motion then carried. 


CHAS. COTE 


the correspondence relating to the non- 
payment to Chas. Cote of the amount 
awarded to him by the ofticial arbitrators. 
Carried. 


SUPERANNUATION, 


Mr. JOLY moved the House into a 
Committee of the Whole to consider the 
following resolution : 

“That considering the Superannuation Fund 
is raised entirely out of the compulsory contribu- 
tion taken from the salaries of public officers, it 
Fund should be con- 
secrated to the use and benefit of the said officers 
_ by applying it, first to their personal relief, ac- 
cording to law, and (if any surplus be left after 
payment of their superannuation allowances) to 
the relief of their widows and orphans.” 

He thought he cculd satisfy the House 
that his motion was Just and fair. He re- 
_ ferred to the returns that had recently 

been laid before the House which showed 
that on the 31st March last there was a 
balance to the credit of 
_ tion Fund of $50,630, while the amount 
Yequired for the *payments out of the 
- Fund yearly was $42,000, leaving a large 
balance not required. As that fund had 
been raised by forced contributions from 
_ the salaries of public officers, it was only 
fair that those public officers should reap 
_ the benefit. The amount required for the 
payments would never exceed the amount 
_he had named $42,000. He had taken the 
trouble to count the number of officers 
liable to contribute to the Superanuation 
Fund, and it amounted to 1392. It ap- 
peared from the return before the House, 
that there were 133 officers superannuated 
‘Orone in ten of the whole number, 
These however formed the arrears of a 
eae number of years, and, therefore 
Government would never be called upon 
to superannuate so large a number again, 
He then referred to the estimates for the 
year ending June, 1863, which stated the 
“Sum to be appropriated on account of 
fuperannuation to be $41,300, leaving a 
balance of 8 or 9 thousand dollars, and 
confirming his statement that the expen- 
diture would not increase. Under these 
circumstances he maintained _ that the 
proper way to dispose of the annual bal- 
ance would be to pension widows and 
orphans of deceased public servants and 
he hoped the Government would not obs 
ject to let the House deal with the matter, 
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| the legislation on this subject was experi- 
mental, and he had never been able to 
| say definitely whether the rate now paid 
On account of superannuation was the 
_ Mr. FOURNIER moved an address for | exact rate that ahold 


| Should prove that 4 


the Superannua. | 
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Resolutton. 


| and that the House would sustain the view 
he had taken, 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 


be paid,—but, if it 
per cent was too high 
Government and Parliament would be 
| quite ready to reduce it. He entirely 
| dissented from the opinion that it was ex- 
pedient to divert any portion of the fund 
_to the relief of widows and orphans, 
It was not the business of the Legislature 
| to provide a fund for that purpose. Mem- 
bers of the Civil Service had the same 
power to provide for their families by life 
insurance as any other class, and the ob- 
_ject of the Superanuation Fund was to 
| enable the Government to insist upon the 
| retirement of any officer who might be- 
| come incapable of discharging his duty, 
with a proper provision for his support. 
Individually he would have been exceed. 
ingly glad to have proposed to provide 
for superannuation without a reduction of 
salaries, but he considered it impossible 
to obtain the sanction of the House to a 
-change in the Revenue on account of Su- 
“perannuation. 

Mr. JOLY said hig proposition was 
merely toapply the surplus to the adyan- 
tage of those who had raised ihe fund. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he 
perfectly understood that, but if the 
amount collected was too great the proper 
mode of relief and that most acceptable to 
the public servants themselves would be. 
to reduce the rate. He considered how- 
ever that the proposition was premature, 
and hoped that after the House had dis- 
cussed it, it would be withdrawn. 

Hon. Mr. HUTCHISON said a pension 
had been given toa person in his locality 
who had only been in the service 4 years 
and had never contributed to the fund. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS was quite sure the 
hon. gentleman was mistaken. 

Hon. Mr. HUTCHISON said he was not 
mistaken, The person had been put into 
the office when over 70 years of age, and 
was paid a salary to the end of June, 

‘while his pension began on the 7th June. 
He also referred to an appointment of an 
immigration agent, who, he stated, had 
never encouraged a single immigrant. He 
attributed all this to the Minister of 
Marine and Fisheries, who, he said, had 
been sent down to oppose both himself 
and Mr. Anglin in their elections, but who 
had received a rebuke. He might come 
down again if he wished, but in that case 
he would receive a stern rebuke. He agreed 
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with the member for Lotbiniere that the 
number of officers superannuated should 
never exceed one per cent. of the entire 
number, and that the widows and orphans 
ought to receive the benefit of any sur- 
plus, or failing that, the rate ought to be 
reduced. } 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
hon. gentleman had used very strong lan 
guage, practically imputing fraud to the 
Government. He had stated that Go- 
vernment had placed on the pension list 
a gentleman who had only been four years 
in office. The fact was that that gentle- 
man had only been four years on salary, 
but for some fifteen or sixteen years pre- 
viously he had been in the public service, 
but paid by fees. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE: Does the 
Finance Minister say that the Superannua~ 
tion Fund applies to gentlemen paid by 
fees? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he was 
mistaken in saying fees, the gentleman 
was paid by commission, but the time of 
being pensioned was on salary. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said fees and 
commission were p1actically the same, and 
any one receiving them had no claim to 
superannuation. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said when 
he had stated that the gentleman had not 
been paid after four years service, it was 
because from his own knowledge of the 
working of his Department he knew 
such a thing to be impossible. He had 
since learned that the person in question 
had been in the public service something 
like twenty years, but that formerly his 
emoluments had been derived from com- 
missions, while at the time of superannu- 
ation he was on salary. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN denied thst the gen- 
tleman in question could’ be held to have 
been in the public service. He had mere 
ly been employed to superintend the 
building of light-houses, for which service 
it was customary to pay commissions, but 
that in fact he was a shipbuilder. 


Hon, Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said taht 
Confederation provided that officers in 
the different Provinces employed in the 
discharge of duties. connected with the 

Dominion should become officers of the 
Dominion, and their former services had 
to betaken into account in matters of 
pension. 

It being six o’clock, he moved, second- 
ed by the Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE, the ad- 
journment of the House. 

Hon. Mr. HUTCHISON said if he had 


used any unparliamentary expressions he | (Mr. M.) afterdue deliberation came to the 


desired to withdraw them. 
Hoa. Mr. Hutchison. 
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After some objection by Hon. Mr, HOL- 
TON and Mr. BODWELL—the House 


adjourned. 


Business. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, 2nd May, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 

o'clock, p.m. 
PRINTING. 

Hon. Mr. SANBORN asked that the 
order of the day, consideration of the se- 
cond report of Printing Committee be 
discharged, as it only referred to a matter 
of arrangement between the Committee 
and their Clerk. 


EXPLANATION, 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
asked an explanation from the Minister 
of Marine and Fisheries, respecting the ~ 
superannuation of Mr. Harley, Light- 
house Inspector, New Brunswick. f 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied that he ~ 
was glad that the opportunity had been — 
afforded him of giving an explanation re- 
specting a matter which has been brought 
up elsewhere, with the object of reflect- 
ing on his conduct as a public man, 
Briefly stated the charge was that he had 
placed an officer, of seventy years of age, 
in a public position during 1867, and had 
superannuated him last year in order to 
appoint his brother to the same office. 
Now, he would inform the House that 
prior to Confederation the practice of con~ 
ducting the Light-house service differed 
in the several Provinces. In Nova Scotia — 
there was an Inspector; in Canada, it was — 
conducted under direction of Trinity — 
House ; in New Brunswick, by Boards of. 
Commissioners, one for the North Shore, ~ 


and the other for the Southern or Bay of oy 
Fundy side. Those two Boards were com- 


posed generally of men who looked after 
the lights, and charged 10 per 
cent. commission on supplies furnished. — 
In 1851 Mr. John Harley was on the Com. ~ 
mission—here the hon. gentleman read 
from the New Brunswick Gazette — 
Up to 1867 he held that position. At the — 
time of his appointment he was a gentle- — 
man of large experience asa shipbuilder, 
and was held in great esteem wherever he a 
was known. Subsequently, however, by 
the force of circumstances he was reduced _ 
to poverty, and remained so at the time of” 
Confederation, when the light house ser- 
vice was placed under charge of the De- 
partment of Marine and Fisheries. He’ 


Sai 


conclusion that the system in operation in 
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to the Government. 


highly qualified for the office. During his 


life time Mr. Harley had opposed the 
party with which he (Mr. Mitchell) had 


always been associated, and supported 
that with which Mr, Hutchison was con- 
nected. He was a man of energy and ex- 


ercised much influence in the district 


where he lived. But he (Mr. M.) felt, that 
he would be wanting in his duty to the 
public were he to take into consideration 
anything except the ability of that gen- 
tleman to discharge the trust confided. to 
him. When the appointment was offered 
_tohim, Mr. Harley confessed that his 
liying would depend on it for he was no 
longer in affluent circumstances. Mr. 
Harley received the appointment and 
continued to discharge it up to 1870, 

- when his health began to fail, for he 
was afflicted with two serious com- 
plaints, either of which made it 
actually misery for him to travel to remote 

_ places, at all times and in all manner of 
ways. Mr. Harley wished to resigh, 
_ although his means of livelihood were at 
stake; but, Mr. Mitchell persuaded him 
to remain for some time longer, with the 
hope that his health would improve. He 
held it for six months, but instead of be- 
coming better, he got worse, even with all 
the care he exercised. Again he reluct- 
_antly tendered his resignation—here Mr. 
Mitchell read the letter of resignation. 

_ Mr. Harley held the office, at his personal 
solicitation, tor some eight or nine months 
longer, but when the spring came he 
found he was incapacitated from discharg. 
ing his duties—he was then 75 years of 
age—and the result was that the Depart- 
‘ment unwillingly consented to lose the 

_ services of an «uble public officer. He then 
_ looked into the question, and came to the 
_ conclusion that Mr. Harley, had been over 
_ 19 years in the public employment, and 
was entitled to superannuation on a 20 
years’ service. He represented the fact to 
_ the Council in a report which he read to 
the House. He read the Act to as apply- 
_ ing not only to the inside, but the outside 
services, and believed Mr Harley was en, 
titled to twenty-fiftieths of his salary which 
was at that time $1,200. ‘lhe matter was 
referred, in accordance with the usual 
practice, to the ‘lreasury Board, where 
tor the first time, the question was raised 
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Nova Scotia was, the best to adopt—of 
having a paid inspector to inspect the. 
light houses, make the necessary report of 
the supplies, and assume a responsibility 
: He selected Mr. 
Harley out of the three Commissioners as 
the best man to fill. the position, on the 
ground that he had always been the chief 
executive officer, and was in every way 
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whether persons who had been in the 
public service for 30 or 40 years, receiving 
only commission or fees, and subsequently 
received a regular salary, were entitled'to 
superannuation on the whole period, or 
merely for that term when 
they were salaried. Mr.  Mit- 
chell read from the Superannuation Act-in 
support of his view of the case, contend.- 
ing in particular, that under the 9th sec- 
tion Mr. Harley was clearly entitled to 
come in; also from the regulations made 
subsequently in elucidation of that law. 
The 9th section specially referred. to’ per- 
sons employed ‘‘in the outside service of 
the said departments,”’ and ‘ to service in 
an established capacity in any of the pub- 
lic departments of the Government or 
otlices of the Legislatures of any of the. 
Provinces.’’ In the regulations established 
for guidance in all cases under the 
law, the agents of the Department of 
Marine and Fisheries, as well as inspectors 
of lighthouses, were specially mentioned. 
The ‘Lreasury Board, he regretted to say, 
did not come to altogether the same con. 
clusion he .had—they doubted whether 
such an officer should be ranked as having 
had twenty years’ service; of the four 
years since 1867 of course there was no 
doubt whatever. ‘They agreed, finally, to 
give him ten years’ service, and he was 
accordingly placed on the superannuation: 
list at the small pittance of some.$216 a 
year. Yet he (Mr. Mitchell) had been ac- 
cused before the country of having placed 
a man on the Superannuation Fund when 
he had no claim to such consideration. 
If 4 man in the position of Mr. Hanley 
had no right to receive a retiring allow- 
ance, then there was’ no use whatever in 
the Superannuation Act. As respects his 
successor, it was true he was a relative 
of his own, but he was known to bea 
man of respectability and infiuence, 
and was able to teach that gen- 
tleman who had so _ unwarrantedly 
made the accusation in question 
He would not descend to the scurrility 
which had accomparied the charge, but 
he would say that the house with which 
that gentleman was connected had. had 
the supplying wf the light houses for 20 
years and receivect just such prices as 


Superannuation. 


| they wished; ard it was therefore not 


difficult to understand why he felt ag- 
grieved that the means of continuing the 
same state of things were nolonger avail. 
able for him. Before sitting down, he 
(Mr. M.) asked permission to refer to an- 
“ther matter which was also to be brought 
up elsewhere, and in connection with 
which the hon member for Grandviile (Mr. 
Letellier) had plased a notice on the table 
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that day If those charges were true, then 
he was unfit to occupy his present posi- 
tion. 


Hon Mr. LETELLIER pe ST. JUST de-| 


precated any explanations at that time, 
as not in the interest of the hon, gentle 
man, it was advisabe to defer them until 
the motion came up in due form. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL would not go 
into the question, after the hon, gentle« 
man had so kindly expressed a wish to de- 
fer the discussion. He would simply say 
that there was not a shadow of truth in 
the charges made against him. He could 
satisfy the House and country that those 
charges «re baseless and malicious ; and if 
the hon. member elsewhere dared to as- 
sert them again he would be ready to 
meet them. 


TRANSLATIONS. 


Hon. Mr. BUREAU offered a few ex. 
planations in reference to the mode in 
which the translators of the House per- 
formed their duty, on account of an ailu- 
sion having been made on the previous 
day tv some delay in the translation of the 
bill concerning public lands. The fault 
did not lie with them, the alterations 
made fromtime to time in the bill had 
delayed the translation. The translators 
performed their duties most satisfactorily 
in the opinion of the French members. 
The work had never been more efficiently 
performed than it was at present. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuurspay, 2nd May, 1872. 
The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 p.m. 


ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU presented a peti- 
tion from Quebec Board of Trade, asking 
that logs might be permitted to float down 
the Ottawa without being rafted. 

Hon. Sir GEV. E. CARTIER moved to 
introduce an Act to amend the Act rela- 
tive to the Statutes of Canada, from the 
Senate, i 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU moved for a Bill 
to amend the Act to detach the parish of 
St. Felix from the County of Portneuf. 

Hon. Mr. POPE submitted first report 
of Colonization Emigration Committee, 
recommending that the quorum of said 
Committee be reduced to nine members. 

Mr. HARRISON submitted a motion re: 
lative toCriminal statistics. 


Hon. Mr. Mitohet. 


‘ 
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Mr. HARRISON introduced a Bill for 
the more speedy apprehension of fugitive 
criminals. 

Mr. CARTER moved for leave to in- 
troduce 2 Bill to abolish assignments in 
favor of preferential creditors. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE did not under- — 
stand the matter. It seemed to, him to 
come within Provincial jurisdiction. : 

Mr. CARTER said it was virtually an 
Insolvency Bill, and although he did net 
recollect the chapter, wasin accordance — 
with an English Act passed in the reign | 
of William IV. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON thought the matter — 
was Outside of the jurisdiction of this — 
House. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER feared that 
the member fcr Chauteauguay was some- ~ 
what at fault. He should not quarrel ~ 
merely with the title of a Bill. 

Mr. CURRIER complained of a short 
supply of some pamphlets concerning 
some facts concerning the Treaty of 
Washington. 

Hon. Mr. DORION thought that previous 
to the discussion on the Treaty every 
possible information should be furnished 
to the House. 

‘ Mr. BROUSSEAU explained that the 
printing had been somewhat delayed, but 
that the documents alluded to would be 
submitted to the House to«morrow. q 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER said 
that the more information there should 
be before the public concerning the 
Treaty of Washington the better the 
House would understand the matter. It 
was the most important matter to be 
considered during the session. 


Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL thought that _ 
double the usual edition ought to be 
printed of such an important document, 
as that relating to the Treaty of Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. FERGUSON, after some discussion ~ 
had taken place with regard to thenumber _ 
of copies, thought that six copies would 
be scarcely sufficient. He thought how- 
ever, that everything was to be done by — 
the press of the country, It was for the — 
press to disseminate the necessary infor- 
mation, 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that this 
House could not instruct a Joint Com. — 
mittee of both Houses, and he would ~ 
suggest that the matter should be referred 
to the Joint Committee on Printing. ; 
Mr. CURRIER amended his motion to 
meet Hon. Mr. Mackenzie’s suggestions. 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT called attention to 
the fact that there was unnecessary delay 
in getting the Printing of the House done. — 
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He thought the proper authorities ought 
to see to this. 

Mr. RYAN, (Montreal West,—Whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
construct any basins on the Lachiné Cas 
nal this year between the Wellington 
Bridge and the St. Gabriel Lock, to ac- 
commodate the increased and growing 
trade of the country ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN hoped that his 
honorable friend would not insist upon an 
answer to his question now. 


Routine: 
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Mr. MACDUNALD), (Lunenbergy- Whe. | 


ther it is the intention of the Government 
to establish a port of entry at or near the 
mouth of La Havre River, in the County of 
Lunenberg? 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY—Not now. 

Mr. MACDUNALD, (Lunenburg)—Whe- 
ther it is the intention of the Government 
to take measures for the appointment of 
a harbor master for the port of Halifax ; 
also for the appointment of a shiping 
officer for the same port? 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER—Government in- 
tended to submit bills to the’ House with 
a view to such appointments. 

fon. Mr. SMITH, (Westmoreland),— 
Whether any arrangement has been 
made between the Government of Her 
Britannic Majesty and the Government of 
the Dominion as to the disposition ‘of the 
amount of compensation to be awarded 
under the 22nd Article of the Treaty of 


_ Washington. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH, (Westmoreland)— 


- Whether it is mtended that the Commis- 


sioners appointed under Articles 22 and’ 
23 of the ‘lreaty of Washington, in deter- 
mining the question vf the amount of com-~ 
pensation to be paid, shall be confined to 
the term of years mentioned in Article 
33 of said Treaty ? 

Hon. Sir GEU. E. CARTIER suggested 
that it might be better not to press these 
questions at present, because they pro- 


_ bably would come vp again in the discus: 


t sion on the Treaty of Washington. 


-Mr. LANGLOIS—Whether it 1s the in- 
tention of the Government to causé a stir- 
vey to be made of the channel of the St. 


Lawrence, which flows on the north side 


Ah of the Island of Orleans, with a view to 
- improve the navigation of the said channel 


a fax 
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and render it’ safer, the said’ channel being 


_ obstructed by dangerous reefs and shoals? 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN: Any necessary 
examination will be made by the Govern- 


_ ment to ascertain what it may be expe- 
dient to do? 


Mr. LANGLOIS—Whether it is the in- 
tention’ of the Government to cause a 
lighthouse to’be built at the end of the 
wharf at St. Joan, Island’ of Orleans, it 
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being the unanimous opinion of mariners 
that if this light had been in existence 
the Strathardle would not have been 
thrown upon the St. Valier stioals Jast 
autumin, tind another vessel would mot 
have been wrecked on the same spot three 
or four years ago? 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER: The attention of 
the Government has only recently been 
called to this matter, and 1t was now under 
connideration. 

Hon, Mr. BLANCHET~Whether it is 
the intention of the Government, by sale 
or otherwise, to disposé of any of the 
Ordnance properties at Levis, and in what 
way the Government intend to deal with 
the said properties ? 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER: Not 
at present. These properties had only 
recently been transferred to the Dominion, 
and it was not the intention to dispuse of 
them. Nothing more could be done by 
the Dominion Government than was done 
by the Imperial Government, 


LIEUT. GOVERNOR OF MANITOBA, 


Hon, Mr. HOLTON moved the following 
resolution : 

That it be resolved, that in the opinion of this 
House the appointment of F. G. J ohinson,. Esq., 
to the office of Lieutenant Goyernor of the Pro= 
vince of Manitoba, to which oftice an annual sae 
lary of $7,000 is assigned by law, while he conti< 
nues to hold his Commission as a Judge of the 
Superior Court of Lower Canada, under which he 
is entitled to receive a salary of $3,200 per annum, 
is not only inconsistent with the whole spirit of 
our Legislation respecting the Independence of 
Judges, butis in plain contravention of the words 
of the Sth Section of the 78th Chapter of thé Con- 
solidated Statutes tor Lower Canada, whereby it 
is enacted that  nosuch Judge’ (of the Superior 
Court of Lower Canada) ‘shall sitin the Execu- 
tive Council or in the Legislative Council or in 
the Legislative Assembly or hold any other place 
of ; rout under the Crowa solong as he shall be 
such Judge.”’ 

He said the principle of maintaming 
the independence of the Judiciary, the 
independence of the Crown on the one 
hand and of popular influence on the 
other, had been so fully established as part 
of the policy of the British Empire, and’ 
all parts of it in which representative ins 
stitutions existed, for so long a period, that 
it would be a work of supererozation to 
enter into any arguinent on the subject. 
The question was simply this—did' the ap- 
pointment to the office of Lieutenant’ 
Governor of Manitoba conflict with the 
general spirit of our legislation; and 
was it at vatiance with the law. 
He thought that a very little considera- 
tion would show that at all events it was’ 
at variance with the general spirit of the 
law. The facts ofthe case were thesé a 
Mr. Johnson had been absent from his 
| judicial duties fora period of nearly two 
\years, colourably on leave of absetice, He’ 
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was not suffering from ill-health ; he was 
notan old man; he was in the full vigour 
of manhood, and had only held _ his office 
for a few years, when leive of absence was 
given to him in order thit he might be 
sent on special service to Manitoba, T'hat 
was certainly an attack on the independ- 
ence of the Juiiciary, especially when 
coupled with the fact that he contiaued 
to receive during his absence his salary as 
judge ; and at the same time compensa 
tion for his services at Manitoba. Quite 
irrespective of his appointment to the 
office of Lieutenant Governor, the spirit, 
if not the very Jetter of the law was vio- 
lated. ‘he salary of the otfice of Lieut. 
Governor was fixed by Statute at $7,000 
a year, and therefore when Mr. Johnson 
was gaze'ted to that office he was so far 
as the public could ascertain in tae enjoy- 
ment of thit salary, while as Judge he re. 
ceived £3,600. The Act which he had 
cited in his resolution was passed in 1849, 
and the only exception he found to its 
operation was, the Act passed some eight 
years later, providing for the codification 
of the laws of Lower Canada. Under that 
Statute Judges might be appvinted to 
codify the laws; but there was no other 
exception. It was never contemplated by 
the law that temporary judges should be 
appointed during pleasure. He had not 
brought forward the motion with any 


* desire to attatk the Government, and he. 


did not therefore propose dwelling longer 
upon it. ‘the Government hid undoudt- 
edly been led into error, and he hoped 
now that the error was pointed out they 
would take steps to remedy it. Good 
Governments, better Governments than 
thi:, had fallen into error, for instancé, 
the Government of Mr. Gladstone which 
he regarded as infinicely superior to the 
Government of this country, had un- 
doubtedly fallen in a grave error in the 
appointment of Mr. Collier to the judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, but there 
was this important distinction between 
the two cases, that Mr. Gladstone cer- 
teinly kept within the letter of the law, 
while the hon. gentlemen opposite had 
violated both the letter and the spirit. 
He ventured to hope that the Government 
would set themselves right before the 
House and the country, but in any case 
he would have the satisfaction of knowiog 
that he had sought to vindicate one of 
the great safeguards of freedom—the 
independence of the Judiciary. 

Hon. Sire GEORGE “. CARTIER said 
there was no doubt that the question 
raised by the motion was a very grave One, 
and it must be approached as such The 
same question had arisen and been con- 


Hos. My. Holton. 
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‘Lhe leader of the Government had already 
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5 ‘ 
sidered by the Government when they . 
mide the appointment. ‘The objection — 
contiined in the motion was .s to Judge 
Jobnson, while continuing tobeaJudge ~ 
of Lower Canada, and receiving a salary | 
ag such Judge, being appointed as Lieut.- 
Governor of Manitoba, with a salary in 
respect of such office. He might say, — 
however, that there was no statute fixing _ 
a salary to the oftice of Lieut.-Governor | 
of Manitoba, which was provided for by — 
Order in Council. The House had already 

been inférmed by the leader of the Go- 
vernment that the appointment of Judge 
Johnson was merely temporary, and he | 
might now say that Judge Juhnson did not 
expect to receive, neither did Government 

intend to pay him, a salary on the scale 
paid to Governor Archibald; indeed, no ~ 
salary was to be paid at all to Judge John. 
son as Lieut.-Governor. He would now 
come to the question of legality. Judge 
Johnson being a Judge ot the Superior 
Court of Lower Canada, was under leave 
of absence, and his position was hlled by 
an assistant, who performed all his duties, 


explained on a former occasion that the 
Act of Confederation only allowed the 
appointment of an administrator of a 
Province in case of illness or absence of 
the Lieut -Governor, but not in a case of 
aresignation. He referred to the cases 
of Prince Edward Island and British Co- 
lumbia, where, in case of vacancy, the. 
Chief Justice was allowed to act as Lieut.- 
Governor, and to Upper and Lower Canada, 
where, under the former regime, the Com- 
mander of the Forces was empowered to. 
act. Before he resumed his seat he would | 
state the decision at which the Govern- 
ment had arrived; but as the member for 
Chateauguay had appealed to the Statutes _ 
and questioned the legality of the ap- 
pointment, he would first deal with that. — 
He then referred to the Act of 1849, and 
maintained that its provisions only applied _ 
to Lower Canada, and could not affect ap- _ 
pointments outside that Province. He | 
would not have taken this argument had — 
he not been provoked to do so. He main- — 
tained that the offices alluded to were 
ottices in Lower Canada, and that if that 
Act were the only one on the Independ- 
ence of Parliament as far as Judges were 
concerned, they could not be pre-. 
vented from occupying seats in 
the House of Commons for con-_ 
stituencies outside of Lower Canada, 
The hon. member was wrong in stating — 
that the Act of 1887 formed the only ex- 
ception to that of 1849. He mentioned 
the Act of 1852, 16 Vic.,c. 13, providing 
for the appointment of assistant judges in 
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cases of unavoidable absence of judges 


and where the service of the judges had 


been otherwise required, which was 
amended in 1861 when the words ‘ leave 
of absence” were added as one of the rea- 
sens empowering the 
assistant judges. He therefore maintain- 
edthat the appointment was in all res- 
pects legal and valid, but concluded by 
stating that as an hon. member of the 
House had objected to it, though it was 
merely temporary, the Government had 
come to the conclusion to cancel the ap- 
pointment. 

Hon. Mr. DORION maintained that 
Judge Johnson from the moment of his 
acting on hia commission, was entitled to 
the salary attached to the office and point- 
ed out thatin the estimates for the pre- 
sent year the amount to be paid as salary 
of the Lieutenant Governor was included 
under the head of expenditure authorized 
by Statute, whereas the Minister of Mili- 
tia had held that there was no Statute on 
the subject. He also maintained that the 
terms of the Act of 1849 were not con- 
fined to Lower Canada, and that its pro- 


visions were violated by the appointment 


of a Judge to any other office, no matter 
in what Province, The Government had 
no right to tamper with the independence 


_ of Judges, by granting leave of absence 
with the express object of giving them 


other offices, 


; He should not however 
protract the debate, and was ¢lad that 


Government had admitted their error and 


consented to cancel the appointment. 
_ Mr. Johnson had been appointed for two 


years past as Recorder of Manitoba, for 


_ which he received a salary, and at the 
_ same time received a salary as Judge, and 
_ at the same time another Judge was per- 
_ forming his duties, so that two salaries 


_ were paid, one to Judge Ramsay, and one 


a 
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to Judge Johnson. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE would not have con- 


tinued the discussion after the statement 


_ that the appointment would be cancelled 
did he not consider that the statements 


made involved questions of very serious 


_ consequence to the country. 


He did not 


mean the arguments of the Minister of 


| Militia, for he scarcely considered them to 


be arguments. He hid however stated 


_ that though Judge Johnson was appoint- 
ed Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba, he 


Was not a silaried ofticer. 


y He held how 
ever that the terms of the B. N. A. Act. 
1867, distinctly providel that there 
should be a Lieut. Governor, and that he 
should be paid by Government, and 
therefore the hon. gentleman in endea- 
voring to escape from one violition, had 
admitted that he had broken the funda- 


appointment of | 
| he should not reveive the salary of Lieut. 
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mental law of the Constitution. Further 
than this the very estimates included the 
salary under the head of ‘ expenditure 
authorised by statute.’ The Minister 
of Militia stated that it had been 
covenanted with Judge Johnson that 


Governor—he did not, however, say whe- 


| ther he might not get more, and gentle- 


men accepting temporary appointments 
expected more,as arule, and in fact the 
estimates included anextracharge of the 
Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba of $1000. 
The Minister of Militia had stated that 
the appointment was only temporary, but 
he (Mr. Blake) maintained that the Law 
provided that Lieutenant Governors of 
Provinces should hold office, during plea- 
sure certainly, but they could not be re- 
moved within the term of 5 years without 
caus2 assigned. This wasa law of the 
utmost consequence in order to give 
Lieutenant Governors a proper amount of 
independence. Yet the hon. gentleman 
assumed to himself to make a temporary 
appointment. ‘There was, however, now 
a good cause for cancelling the appoints 
ment, forit ought never to have been 
made. He held that the atiempt to make 
a temporary appointment to the office of 
Lieutenant Governor was also a violation 
of the Law. He held also that the Con- 
federation Act provided that Judges 
should hold office during good behaviour, 
and if it were properiy construed there 
would be no power to take away a Judge 
from his oftice and bribe him—he did not 
apply the term to this particular case, but 
to a possible case—by a high office of 
large emolument, to absent himself from 
the sphere of his judicial duties, and thus 
to ceate a vacancy tilled by an Assistant 
Judge, having all the powers of a Judge, 
and holding office during pleasure. It was 
entirely out of tie question to justify the . 
course taken in making Mr. Johnson Re- 
corcer, and then Lieutenant Governor, 
He did not desire to protract the discus- 
sion, but ifthe hon. gentlemen’s use of 
the Act was legi imate, it was not consist- 
ent wit the Act of Confederation, for it 
practically gave power to cause the whole 
administration ot Justice in Lower Canada- 
to be performed by Judges holding office 
during pleasure instead of go.d behaviour. 
The practice must be judged by the result 
which itmade possitle, He considered. 
the Act of the Minister of Militia which he 
had attempted to justity shewed a degree 
of recklessness which should lead the 
country to pause before it continued to 
place contidence ip men who could so act. 
Mr. HARRISON (Voronto) thought the 
member for Chauteauguay was entitled to 
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the thanks of the House for having made | office of President of the Council in On- 
the motion, and he also congratulated | tario, and said that the hon. gentlemen 
Goyernment that they had had the usual | had taken a very different course from 
courage to admit their error and cancel | thit of the Government in this case for he 
the appointment, and he thought a man | had first committed the breach of the con- 
who made a mistake but who had courage | stitution and then introduced a Bill to 
to admit and rectify it, ought to be en- | sa»c:ion it (cheers). : 
couraged, and not brave abuse thrown at Hon. Mr. BLAKE said he did not intend 
him, and taunted for having done; to enter inte any argument as to what he 
what wasright. There could only be one | had done elsewhere, but if the hon. gen- 
object in prolonging the debate, namely,to tleman would meet him there he would 
sustain the principle of the independence | discuss it with him, but he thought it ex- 
of the bench. If they had Constitutional | ceedingly improper (laughter) to discuss 
liberty, that liberty was secured by checks, | provincial constitutions in that House. 
and lines drawn between the executive, | The fact is the hon. gentleman wanted to 
the legislative and the judicial. Onr| support his friends opposite and made 
constitutional liberty had arisen by the | his arguments to suit the circumstances. 
growth of the checks, by the efforts of the | A little time ago the hon. gentlemen was 
Legislature to reduce within reasonable | with the Government —then again he was 
limits, the power of the Executive, and | opposed to them—and now he was with 
that constitutional liberty was in writing. | them again, he wished him and them joy 
Who was to decide these questions? It | of it. . ; 
was the judicial power, and if there ever} Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL said he should 
was anecessity in the history of the coun. | insist on the right in all discussions on 
try, to maintain intact that judicial power, | constitutional matters to deal with all 
it was now. It had been attempted to be | parts of the constitution. Asto the chal- 
argued that ifa Judge had leave of ab- | lenge about entering the Ontario House 
sence, he might do anything, but he wis | he would have very little difficulty in 
still a Judge, ancl except under pressing | doing that, for on a recent occasion three 
circumstances, ifat all, there should be |} members ofthat House offered to resign — 
no interference with the Judges The | their seats and give him the opportunity. — 
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Statute of Quebec that had been brought | As to his position with the Government, — 
into question was a mere declaration of a| he stood there as an independent mem- — 
constitutional principle that Judges | ber, to approve or disapprove, and when — 
should be independent, and should in no | he was guilty. of the inconsistency and. 
way be employed in other positions of | indecency of going through the country 
profit. ‘There could be no question that | for years, denouncing all public men who’ 
the position of Lieut. Governor of Mani-| disagreed with him on the principle of — 
toba was a place of profit, and this being | Coalition Governments (cheers), and — 
80, it was a matter of small consequence | violating those principles on the very first. 
Whether the salary was guaranteed by | opportunity (cheers)—whenu he had done 
Act of Pariament or otherwise, He | that, he might be taunted with inconsis- 
trusted that Government influenced by | tency (loud cheers.) * 
the discussion that had taken place would 
not in future do as they had in this cise, 
but would not even appoint Judges to 
temporary employment but would leave 
themon the bench as the guardians of 
the constitution and the interpreters of 
the fundamental! law. 

Hon. Mr. McoDOUGALL said he under- 
stood the complaint tobe exclusively di- 
rected to the violation of a statute of 
Lower Canada, and in respect to the fit- 
ness of Judge Johnson to till the position 
he believed there could be no objection. 
As to the error which the Government 
might have committed he did not under- 
take to pronounce, as the hon. gentleman | 1854 and 1867, and said the member for 
had admitted it. He believed there | Lanark seemed to have forgotten the 
should Le a strict observance of the law in position he then occupied. He main. | 
respect to the Judiciary and was glad the | tained that the Quebec Act of 1:69 was. 
mistake had been rectified. He referred | not limited to locality, but to the Judges - 
tothe appointment of Mr, Blake to the | personally, . Re 


Hon. Mr. Blake. 


Hon. Mr. HUWE said that when on a 
previous occasion the member for Halifax 
introduced, in the discussion on the 
Senate, illustrations of violations of the~ 
constitution in another House, hon. gen- 
tlemen opposite enjoyed it very much; 
but now, when illustrations were taken 
from the Ontario matters, they objected © 
altogether. It would appear that what. 
was sauce for the goose was not sauce for~ 
the gander (laughter). 4 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE said, in the — 
matter of the Senate, the illustrations 
were not drawn from local matters. 

Mr. MILLS referred to the coalitions of 
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Insolvency [May 
Hon. Mr. HOLTON asked whether the 
motion was to be declared carried; 
Hon. J. H. CAMERON appealed that 


_ the motion should be withdrawn, as after 


the declaraiion of the Government the 
object had been attained. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said, that having 
attained his object, he had no desire to 
press the matter, but a difficulty arose in 


| consequence of the line adopted by the 


Minister of Militia, who maintained the 
couse taken by Government. 
Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said the 


- Government maintained that their action 


had been legal. 
It being 6 o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS, 
INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


Mr. COLBY rose to move the House in 
Committee on the Bill to repeal the In- 
solvency Laws. 

Hon, Col. GRAY said that before going 


- into Committee he desired to make a few 
_ remarks, He was eatirely opposed to the 


repeal of the Insolvency Law. He would 


call attention to the fact that the Law as 


it now stood had been framed after a great 
deal of labor and considerationx. 


It. was 


framed in a great measure from the expe- 


rience of the honorable member for Ar- 


-genteuil, (Mr. Abbott) one of the best 


the 


authorities on the subject. On 
Committee all the dif- 
ferent Provinces were represented, each 
particular Province pointed out the pecu- 


liar reasons why the Bill should be 
_ adopted, and it was afterwards carried by 
a large majority of the House. 


He would 


call the attention to the disadvantage the 


“ 


separate Provinces would labour under: 


if the Act should be repealed. This mat- 


ter being one that was exclusively within 
_ the jurisdiction of the General Parliament, 
the Local Legislatures could not legislate 
upon it. 


I In New Brunswick a peculiar 
disadvantage would result from the repeal 


Onthe law Before Confederation that 
Province had a law providing for the dis~ 


charge from arrest of a debtor, which was 


_ working more or less to the satisfaction of 


the country. It had afterwards been found 


“Unsatisfactory in some respects, and the 


Legislature passed an Act to amend _ it. 
The Supreme Court however decided in 


Cases carried before it on appeal, that the 


Over the subject. 


Provincial Legislature had no jurisdiction 
If theretore this law 
Were repealed the Provinciil Legishiture 
would have no power to substitute any- 
thing else for it, notevena law to provide 
for the discharge from arrest of an. unfor- 
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tunate debtor, who would be left com<« 
pletely at the mercy of any relentless 
creditor who chose to pursue him. If the 
supporters of this Bill pressed it upon the 
House he would offer an amendment 
exempting the Province of New Bruns« 
wick from its operation / 
Mr. JUNKS (Halifax) desired to say a 
few words in support of the opinions of 
the merchants of Halifax. He thought 
that in all business communities it was 
necessary to have a well regulated and 
well detined law regarding debtor and 
creditor. Previous to the Union Nova 
Scotia labored under disadvantage in not 
having a good insolvency law. They had 
endeavored on many occasions to frame 
such a law as would be acceptable but 
from one cause or another they had not 
been successful. He had known on many 
an occasion, where a debtor had _ been 
compelled to meet his creditors and was 
so entirely at their mercy that he had 
been driven from the country. He had 
seen the want of a well adjusted measure 
and thought that one should, in a new 
country like this, profit by the experience 
of older countries like Great Britain and 
the United States. Some amendments to 
our law might be necessary. He would 
not say that it was perfect, but he 
held that those gentlemen who - 
held views in favor of repealing it were 
bound to give better reasons than they 
had yet been able to do for such repeal. 
‘Lhe chief arguments that he had heard 
against it had not been so much against 
the law itself as against its administration 
(hear, hear). Most of the gentlemen who 
had spoken had taken ground chiefly 
aginst the expense which attends the 
administration of the law, and the imper- 
fect manner in which it was administered. 
He held, that if such was the case, they 
should not take the grave step of repeal- 
ing the Act, but should offersome amend. 
ment which would enable the law to be 
carried out in the way most desirable. It 
hid been said that in the Province of 
Quebec they would be in a better position 
‘than the other Provinces, if this law were 
repealed, and he would say that if such a 
law existed in the Lower Provinces as that 
now in force in Quebec, there would per. 
haps not been the same objectien to re~ 
pealing the Act. But it should be remem-~ 
bered that if this law was repealed they 
would simply have to revert to the mas 
chinery of olden times Then again there 
would be no provision tor winding up 
estates at present in bankruptcy, and hon, 
gentlemen should show how they proposed 
to meet that objection. It was much 
easier to pull down than to build up, and 
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until they proposed some better law it 
should remain as it was. When giving the 
vote he did on a previous occasion he 
thought he was in accord with the coms 
mercial community of Halifax, but the day 
following he received a telegram from the 
President of the Chamber of Commerce, 
which he would read :— 

‘““The Chamber of Commerce unanim- 
ously desire our representatives to use 
their exertions to prevent the repeal of 
the Insolvency Act.” 

He considered that ap opinion coming 
from such a body, representing every 
branch of commercial industry, was en-~ 
titled to every respect at the hands of 
honorable members. He understood that 
similar expressions of opinion had eman- 
ated from all the business centres in the 
country (cries of no, no); at all events, 
he believed petitions had been received 
from Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton, St. 
John, Halifax and other places, and he 
could safely say that there were among 
the leading busine-ss centres of the Do- 
minion. The Dominion Roard of Trade 
had also expressed a similar opinion, and 
he contended that the views of those 
bodies represented public opinion. He 
hoped the good sense of the House would 
reverse the vote given on a previous 
occasion and sustain the Act (hear, hear.) 

Mr. SAVARY had not had an oppor~ 
tunity of speaking on the subject before 
and desired now to say a few words. His 
hon. friend, the mover of the Bill had 
referred to the vote of last session as 
evidence of the feeling which prevailed 
against the Insolvency Act. He (Mr. 
Savary) did not think it would bear that 
construction. In the first instance several 
members representing importint commer. 
cial constituencies had reversed their 
votes of last session, and in the second 
place the vote was taken ata late stage of 
the Session, when many members hid 
left. Nor did he believe that the vote 
taken the other evening was a fiir indica. 
tion of the feeling of the House and the 
country, as there were, at least,sixty mem- 
bers absent when the vote was taken. 
It could not be denied thit the Insolvency 
Law of 1869, was an important measure, 
and he would impress upon the House the 
necessity of exe:cising the utmost care in 
dealing with the matter; they should not 
hurriedly repeal a measure of so much 
Importance. The hon. ventleman who 
moved the second reading of this Bill had 
stated that the Insolvency Law was passed 
solely in the interest of the debtor, and 
that it was demoralizing in its ettects. He 
(Mr. Savary)contended that it fully protect. 
ed the creditors by emabling them fairly 
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themselves the | 
property of the debtor, when he became 
insolvent, and he read several clauses of 
the Act in support of his view. it had © 


Laws. 


been contended that the Law encouraged ~ 


. 
. 
| 
| 


recklessness, but he did not think so, 
The creditors had the power of putting an 
estate in insolvency if they thought that a 
man was conducting his business in a 
manner to lead to bankruptcy , and could 
secure his property and Wistribute it 
rateably among all the creditors. How — 
then did the Act encourage récklessness 

among debtors? Many members had stated 

that an Insolvency Law should not only 
exist in times of commercial depression, — 


b 


present, there was no necessity for such a 
law. He was not of that opinion. In 
times of prosperity many were induced 
to embark in reckless adventures which 
often turned out disastrously, and led to 
bonkruptcy The promoter of this Bill 
had admitted th.t a law was necessary to 
discharge debtors from their obligations in 
times of commercial pressure and in that 
he had adnjitted the principle that we 
ought to have sucha law. When the act 
was passed it was intended to be experix 
ment:l and was limited toa period which 
ended in 18738, and te would ask the hon- 
orable gentlemen to let the experiment — 
work itself out in order that we might 
have further and better proof of the suc- 
cessful working of the Act: Prior to the 
passing of this Act there had been no 
sitisfactory law in the Lower Provinces 
and if the House insisted upon its repeal 
he would support the amendment of the 
member for st. John and endeavor to 
hive Nova S:soti: also exempted from the 
operation of the Bill now before the 
House. 

Mr. SPEAKER remirded the honor- 
able gentleman that he was not speaking 
on any particular motion, having only al- 
luded to one that he intended to 
mike. ’ 

Mr. SAVARY said that the motion he 
rose to mike was this: 4 

That the Speaker do not now leave the chair, 
bit.that the Insolvent Act of 1869, with its amend- 
ments, be referred toa Special Committee, with 
instructions to report such amendments as the — 
commarcial interests of the country require, with 
power t) send for persons and papers. 

A point of order was hereupon raised, 
which having been argued by several hon, 
members, Mr. S?EAKER ruled the motion 
out of order, ; ; 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN moved, in amend. 
ment, That the Speaker do not now leave 
the chair, but that the House go into 
Committee upon the said Bill this day 
three months. He said that the experi- 
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ence of the commercial community of the 
Lower Provinces had been that the law 
worked satisfactorily, and they were 
Opposed to its repeal. 
Mr. SAVARY said that the hon. mem 
ber for North Oxford had asserted 
that the lawyers were interested in the 
‘repeal of the law, but that argument 
_was answered by the fact that there were 
“as muiny lawyers in favorof the Act as 
there were against it. It seemed to him 
that the proposed legislation was too 
hasty, they had only had the Insolvency 
Law on the Statute Book since 1869, and 
it did not come into operation until Sep- 
tember of that year. If it was thougat 
necessary to give timely notice of its 
taking effect, surely it would only be fair 


Insolvency 


j 
7 


to give similar warning to its repeal. | 


Many merchants had given credit on the 
faith of provisions of the Law, and they 
should be protected. He thought the 
House shou'd wait for petitions against 
the Law betore repealing it. 
_ Mr. R. A. HARRISON said the reason 
be proposed to advance to the 
House for not at once going into Commit- 
tee was that the Insolvency Law 
had worked tolerably well, and they 
Ought to give it a fair trial. 
He had received a resolution recently 
passed by the Board of ‘rade of Toronto, 
“ that this Board considers thit the repeal 
* of the Insolvency Laws would be a grave 
“ injustice to honest but unfortunate trad. 
“ers, and that the amendments petitioned 
for by this Board will be sutticient to 
“ protect the honest from being taken ad~ 
“ vantage of by dishonest traders.’ Under 
the operation of the Insolvency Act, the 
estate goes into the pockets of the 
creditors, instead of into those of the 
lawyers. ‘here were men whose business, 
—before the passing of the Act—consisted 
chiefly in collections. He knew of one 
man whose business had been completely 
ruined by the Insolvency Act, and many 
had lost to a large extent from the same 
sause. The arguments had gone to show 
that in some respects the law had worked 
badly, but they had not stated that the 
defect could not be remedied. He had 
introduced a Bill which embodied a good 
many of the amendments suggested by 
the Board of Trade of Toronto. The repeal 
of the Law would be equally prejudicial to 
lebtor and creditor. No man would affirm 
thata man who had been unfortunate, 
‘orever, have a mill stone around his 
aeck. Unless we give honest men a chance 
10 recover themselves they will be driven 
rom our country. If the law should be 
‘epealed, the result in Untario would be, 
hat the first execution would sweep away 
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everything, and the unscrupulous credis 
tor would get all, while the others would 
get nothing atall. The liw of the Proa 
vince of Quebec was better in 
rome respects ihan that of Ontario, as 
the proceeds of the sale were there distri- 
buted among all the executions, The 
Boards of Trade of Montreal, ‘Toronto, 
Halifax and St. John had petitioned 
against the repeal of the law, and the 
hon. member for Hamilton, while voting 
for the repeal of the law, had presented 
a petition from the Board of Trade of 
Hamilton, praying that the law might not 
be repealed. He hoped that the repre- 
sentatives of Quebec would vote with 
Ontario against the repeal of the law. 


Mr. COLBY said that the hon. gentle- 
man had appealed to the magnanimnity of 
the representatives of Quebec. He had 
no desira to oppose the interests of the 
people of Ontario, but he found that each 
successive vote on his Bill had gradually 
increased the number from both Ontario - 
and Quebec in its favor. 


Mr. WORKMAN would not detain the 
House, but the bon. member for Stanstead 
had ‘referred to members who had had ex- 
perience in the working of the Act. He 
(Mr. W,) claimed that he had had more 
experience than any other merchant in 
the House, and from that experience—and 
he could also speak for the merchants of 
Montreal ‘generally—he considered that 
the Act had worked admirably, especially 
since the amendments of 1869. He 
regretted that in convesation with mem- 
bers of the House since the last vote was 
taken, he found that they bad given their 
vote without really knowing the working 
of the Act. He expected a petition by 
the next mail from the merchants of Mon- 
treal against the repeal of the law ‘There 
hid been a charge made against the 
merchants of Montreal, that they were 
sending their goods to the right 
and left, and that at twenty-tive 
per cent. in the dollar. The charge was 
too absurd to receive credit, as if such 
were the case, they would be making a 
present to their customers in Ontario of 
75 per cent. upon allthe gcods they fur- 
nished to them. As the authenticity of 
the petition of the Board of Trade had 
been doubted by the bon. member for 
Stanstead he would state that that peti- 
tion had since received the unanimous as- 
sent of the Board. 


Mr. COLBY said that when he made the 
statement he did so subject to conversion. 
He had to day heard of the petition which 
the hon. member for Montreal Centre ex- 
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‘pected by next mail, to theeffect that it 
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was being taken around for siguature by 
an Official assignee, 

Mr. MAGILL, in explanatian to the re- 
marks of the hon. member for Toronto 
West, said that the petition of the Board 
of Trade of Hamilton against the repeal of 
the Insolvency Law was signed by only 
seven members of that Board, one of 
whom was an Official assignee. whilst he 
held in his hand a petition of 67 mer- 
chants of that city, praying that the Act 
may be repealed or suspended for a period 
of five years. 

Vote was then taken on Mr. Anglin’s 
amendment, resulting in yeas 69, nays 77. 

Mr. HARRISON moved an amendment 
that it be an instruction to the Commit- 
tee toexcept the Province of Ontario 
from the operation of the Bill. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the motion 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER ruled that the Commit- 
tee had already power to except any 
portion of tne Dominion, and the instruc- 
tion was therefore unnecessary. 

The House then went into Committee. 

Mr. MILLS in the Chair. 

Mr. JONES moved that the Committee 
should rise and the chairman order the 
Committee to divide. An animated and 
rather amusing scene ensued, members on 
each side endeavoring to detain others 
from crossing the floor. 

The Chairman pronounced the motion 
lost. 

The Committee adopted the Bill withy 
out amendment androse. Third reading 
of Bill ordered for to-morrow. 


Superannuation— 


SUPERANNUATION. 


The adjourned debate on Mr. JOLY’S | 


motion,— 

That the House do resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole forthwith, to 
consider a resolution respecting the 
Superannuation Fund. 

On the motion that the Speaker should 
leave the chair, 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS said the Minister of 
Finance had already called the attention 
of the House to the fact that the motion 
was not in order, inasmuch as it proposed 
to deal with a part of the Consolidated 
Revenue. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE stated that the 
Minister of Finance had distinctly stated 
that he would not raise the point of 
order, 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS said the Minister of 
Finance had said he hoped the motion 
would not be pressed, so that he need not 
raise the point of order. 

A discussion arose on the point of the 
resolution being in order or not, at the 


Mr. Colby. 
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“Resolution. 


close of which the Speaker requested time 
to consider the point. 
Hon. Mr. DORION thought the question | 
was very important, and that 1t required © 
the attention and action of the House, and 
the Government might obtain the views 
of the House by allowing the discussion to 
proceed. . 
Hon. Sit GEORGE E. CARTIER said 
the Minister of Finance had fully ex- 
plained the matter previously, and had 
stated that he would not raise the pomt 
of order until the matter had been dis- 
cussed. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS asked if the 
member pressed :he matter. 
Mr. JOLY said he had paid special at« 
tention to the matter, and did not want to — 
press the matter merely for the sake of — 
getting his motion passed. If Government ~ 
would promise to make such deduction as 
| would be justified, hc would be satisfied. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE beiieved that — 
something like this scheme was necessary, — 
but did not think it could be yet de~— 
cided what reduction could be made, but — 
Government ought to allow full discusy 
sion. If Government would not give the. 
promise asked they should not stay dis- 
cussion. 1 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS had already 
stated clearly the views of the Govern~ 
ment. The member for Lotbiniere had 
no doubt every desire to do justice, but 
the point was this: Was the Government 
to establish a fund for the widows and 
orphans of the snembers of the Civil Sera 
vice. Hemust say distinctly, no | He admit 
ted that the fund at the present moment 
was larger than was being paid out, but it 
was too soon to decide whether a reduce 
| tion could be made. Asan individual, he 
would rather have had a Superannuation 
Fund, without any charge on officers’ sala- 
ries, but Government did not think the 
| House would pass such ascheme. He had 
_ taken arate which he considered sufficient, 

and if it proved too much, Government 

would be quite prepared'to reduce it, but 
they could not act at an Insurance Com 
pany. He had hoped the motion would 
be withdrawn. § 

Hon. Mr. DORION said there was this 


—_. 


¥ 
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would suggest that 4 per cent should be 
| retained and the balance returned every 

year. is 
Hon. Sir GEO. E, CARTIER said the 
suggestion was good, but the working of 
the Civil Service Act would scarcely admi 
of its being fully carried out. If it was 
shown that the percentage was too grea 
let it be reduced. ; 
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- Hon. Mr. BLAKE said it was necessary 
there should be this fund, but it would be 
an unnecessary extension to forma fund 
for widows and orphans, and thought the 
matter was met by the present 
arrangement. It was expedient to allow 
time to decide what should be ths rate. 
The member for Lotbiniere had proved 


_ however that there was a large accumula— 


tion of unexpended money, and he 
_ thought the suggestion of the member for 
Hochelaga was worthy of immediate con. 
_ sideration, and the Government should 
give some reason why the accumulation 
_ should not be redistributed while it was 
possible to return it to those who had 
subscribed it. He believed it necessary 
that the Government should err on the 
right side, but referring to the pension 
mentioned by the member for Northum. 
berland, maintained that it had been 
wrongly granted. It appeared that the 
appointment had been made when the 
person was over 7 years of ave which was 
itself a condemnation, 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS was sorry 
this question should have again been 
_ brought forward, especially in connection 


with the present matter. If there had 


been a ‘fraud committed’ it should have 

been dealt with on its own merits. The in- 
_ dividual had been appointed after many 
_ years service to the Crown, and as to his 
being paid by Commission many persons 
-were paid in New Brunswick by 
_ Commission. At Confederation . the 
salary system was adopted and. the 
_ person in question was put on. salary. 
_ Subsequently the department with which 
he was connected recommended, on 
medical certificate that he should be 
_superannuated. The ‘Treasury Board 


- dealt with the matter, and, in fact, any 
hardship in the case was sustained by the 

_ person in question. 

_ Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE asked what pro- 


portion of the time of the person was de- 


_ voted to the public service while on com- 
_ Mission, and what fees he received. 

_._ Hon. Sir F. HINCKS said, before the 
| Dominion there were Commissioners, of 
_ which the person in question was one and 
_ the member for Northumberland was 
| another, That member had done nothing 
_ but supply everything out of his own store 
_at his own prices, while the gentleman 
_ whose pension had been called in question 
_ had done all the work. ‘The Minister of 
_ Marine had thought this a very bad 
_ System, and had appointed the gentleman 
in question at a fixed salary to do the 
_ whole work, There was no injustice, and 
_ if there was, why was not the matter 
brought up on its merits. Zhe gentlemen 
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Opposite seemed inclined to agree with 
Government on the general question. 

Hon. Mr. HUTCHISON said he desired 
to state the truth of the matter. As to 
the gentleman in question having done 
the whole work, he (Mr. Hutchison) had 
invariably accompanied him on his trips, 
and as to the supplies they could not 
have been obtained at a cheaper rate else- 
where. He repeated that the pension 
was a fraud on those who subscribed the 
fund, 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY rose to explain the 
matter stating that the case was exactly 
parallel to that of Custom House ofticers 
in Nova Scotia who before Confederation 
were paidat 10 per cent. on the revenne 
they collected, but were afterwards ap- 
pointed at salaries In the present case 
the officer had been appointed by the 
Gcvernment of New Brunswick 
as a Commissioner of Lights within 
a section of the Proyince. 
He held that position until Confederation, 
when there being no superannuation in 
contemplation, he was appointed Inspector 
of Light-houses for the whole Province, at 
a salary of $1,200. After being three or 
four years ip the Service he became inca 
pacitated on twenty years Service, but the 
Treasury Board from the fact that the 
commissions received during many years 
were small, ascompared wit!: the salary, 
decided that he should only be superany 
nuated on ten years service. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked what time 
the gentleman had devoted to his work 
when on commission, and what was the 
amount of the remuneration. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY could not say but the 
reduction was made specially on account 
of the small remuneration. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN did not know how to 
characterize the attempt to create an im- 
pression in the House and country, that 
the gentleman was in any sense of the 
term an officer ef the Government of 
New  Brucswick entitled to any 
consideration on this account, 
The appointment was merely honorary, 
the amount received being only 45 dollars 
among three gentlemen, and he would 
like to hear the Minister of Customs 
attempt in Néw Brunswick to make such 
a statement as he had just done. As to 
the memher for Northumberland, through- 
out the length and breadth of the 
Province his honor and unimpeachable 
veracity were unquestioned. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the fact of 
an appointment of a person over 70 years 
of age required explanation. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS was not 
conversant with the particulars, but it was 
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perfectly obvious that he was appointed | 
because he had previously held the | 


position. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE denied that the two: 


positions were ai ali alike. 

Hon. Mv. TILLEY said, as an illustra» 
tion, he might point to the Minister of 
Finance, who was over 70, and still had 


the confidence and support of the 
country. ; 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS. asked 


whether the resolution would be with~ 
drawn, 

Mr. JULY said-he must 
withdraw: his motion. 

The debate was then adjourned. 


refuse to 


In reply to the question of Hon. Mr. | 


MACKE#ZIE, as to the order of business 
to.morrow, 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
it expected the leader of the Government 
would. be in his place to-morrow, when 
the question of the Washington Treaty 
would be brought up. It was intended 
that afterwards the small Bill which was 
in his (Sir George’s) charge with regard to 
the P cific Railway should be taken up. 
Should the consideration of these two 
measures not exhaust the time at the dis- 
posal of the House, it was the intention 
to g» into Committee of Supply. 

Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether before 
the Government proceeded with what the 
hon, gentleman facetiously catled his 
‘* gmall Bill’ the House would be: favour- 
ed with the report upon the exploratory 
survey of the railway. That report was abso- 
lutely necessary to a proper understanding 
of the question, for without it members 
would be completely ignorant as to the 
route of the proposed railway and other 
' points which it is desirable should be 
fully understood. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the report 
would be brought down before the Bill 
was proceeded with to-morrow. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE ~ Printed ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN— Yes, printed. 

The House adjourned at midnight. 
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tor in Canada, of the Canadian and Euro- 
pean Telegraph Company. 
Of the Mutual Life Association of Cam - 


ada. 
Of Rev. William Morley Punshon, M.A., 


Business;. 


| President of the Conference of the: Wes: 


leyan Methodist Church. 

Of Sir Hugh Allan, and others, of the 
city of Montreal. 

Of the St. Francis and Megantic. Inter- 
national Railway Company. 

Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company: 
of Canada; and of the Corporation of the 
town of Galt. 

Of D. McInnes and others. 

And of the Corporation of the village: of 
Waterloo. 
~ ~he Committee reported that the follow- 
ing petitions properly came under con- 
sideration of local: legislatures: : 

Of the Board of Trade of the town of | 
St. Catharine. 

Of C H. Fairweather, President, and 


others, members of the St. John, New | 
Brunswick, Board of Trade. . 


Of Robert H. Kittson, and others, of 
Sorel, in the Province of Quebec: a 
Hon. Mr. BENSUN{said the petition from 
St. Catharines had been favorably re- 
ported upon in the Committee of the 
other House, and did not understand why’ 

there should be a distinction. 

Hon. Mr. SANBURN replied that» the 
Committee only adhered to the decision 
they came to last year in reference to sugh’ 
subjects. 

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON said there was'a 
difference of opinion as to the construe- 
tion of the British North America Act: 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said: that: under — 
existing circumstances it seemed as if all — 
that could be done was to let. each: House’ 
pursue the course it thought proper. He 
was of opinion that the Boards of Trade — 
were of a provincial or local character, 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Hon. Mr. WARK suggested to the Go- 
vernment whether some system might: 
not be devised by which more: business 


might be originated in the House. 
Hon. Mr, 


CAMPBELL replied that: 
Committees had been ‘appointed in the — 
House of Lords, where the same difficulty — 
was felt; but no action had been taken — 
to remove it. [he most important mea+ 
sures, of necessity, originated in the other 
branch. During this session, however, 

/one very important measure, the Bill 

Hon, Mr. SANBORN, from the Commit- | respecting Public Lands was before: the: 
tee on Sianding Orders and Private Bills, | House, and would be taken up next week. 
reported favorably on the following peti- Bills respecting Immigration Societiespand 
tions : on other subjects, would come up for con: 

Of Hon. John Young, Managing Diree: | Sideration, So far as the members of the 


Hon. My. Blake. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, May 38rd, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
0 clock. 


PETITIONS. 


903 Treaty of 


Government and the House were con- | 
cerned, they had every disposition to | 
initiate as many measures as practicable | 
in that branch. 

The House then adjourned. | 
| 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Fripay, 3rd May, 1872. 
The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
m. 
. A number of petitions were presented. 
Hon. Sir A. T. GALT introduced a Bill 
to incorporate Manitoba Junction Railway 


Bill read a first time. 

Mr. A. MORRISON introduced a Bill to 
incorporate the Imperial Guarantee & 
Loan Society. Read a first time. 

Mr. FORBES introduced a Bill to incor- 
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porate Bank of Batavia. Read a_ first 
time, 
Mr. YOUNG introduced a Bill to con. 
firm agreement between Grand Trunk 
Railway Company and own of Galt. 

Read a first time 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN laid on the table 
the Report of the Exploratory Survey of 
Canadian Pacific Railway. 

A Message was received from the Se- 
nate, intimating that a Bill had been 
passed by that body, respecting larceny 
of Stamps with certain amendments. 
Read a first time. 

Hon. Mr. POPE introduced a Bill to 
amend Emigration Act of 1869. Read a 
first time. 

TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD then 
rose and said : 

Mr. Speaker, I move for leave to bring 
in a Bill to carry into effect certain clauses 
of the f'reaty negotiated between the Unit. | 
ed States and Great Britain in 1871. The | 
object of the Bill is stated in the title. 
It is to give validity, so far as Canada is | 
concerned, to the ‘Treaty, which was 
framed last year in the manner s0 well | 
known to the House and country. ‘The | 
Bill in itself as I proposed_to introduce | 
it the other day was simply a Bill to sus- 
pend those clauses of the Fishery Acts, 
‘which prevent fishermen of the United 


States from fishing in the inshore 
waters of Canada, such suspen- | 
sion to continue during the. 


existence of the ‘lreaty. | 1 confined it | 
to that object at that time because the > 
question really before this House, was 
whether the fishery articles of the Treaty 
should receive sanction of Parliament or 
not. As however, a desire was expressed 


| to the act. 


| introduced as 
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on the other side that I should 
enter into the object tully on asking 
leave to bring in the Bill, -and as 
on examining thecognate Act, which has 
been laid before Cong: ess at Washington. 
I find that allthe subjects—even those 
subjects which do not require legislation—. 
have been repeated in that Act. in order, 
one would suppose, to make the Act in 
the nature of a contract to be obligatory 


Washington. 


| during the existence of the Treaty, so that 


in good faith it could not be repealed 
during that time, [ propose to follow the 
same course. ‘he Act 1 ask leave to bring 
Im provides in the first clause for the sus- 
pension of the fishery laws of Canada, 80 far | 
as they prevent citizens of the United 
States from fishing in our in-shore waterss 
The Bill also provides that during the ex- 
istence of the Treaty, fish and fish oil, (ex- 
cept fish of the inland lakes of the. 
United States and the rivers emptying 
into those lakes, and fish preserved in oil,) 
being the produce of fisheries of the United 
States shall be admitted into Canada free 
of duty. The third clause provides for 
the continuance of the bonding system 
during the twelve years, or longer period 
provided by the Treaty, and the fourth 
clause provides that the right of trenship- 
ment contained in the 30th clause of the 


| Treaty shall, in like manner, be secured 
| tO citizens 
| during 


of the United States 
the existence of the 
Treaty. ‘Uhe last clause of the bill provides 


| that it shall come into effect whenever, 


upon an Order-in-Council,a proclamation of, 
the GovernorGeneral is issued giving effect « 
In submitting the act in this 
form I am aware that objections might be 
taken to some of the clauses on the ground 


that having relation to questions 
of trade and. money they 
should be commenced by reso- 


lution adopted in Committee of the Whole. 
That objection does not apply to the 
whole of the biill—to those clauses which 
suspend the action of our fishery act ; but 
it would affect, according to the general 
principle, the clause which provides 
that there shall be no duty on fish and fish 
oil, and also the clauses respecting the 
bonding system and transhipment. I do 
not, however, anticipate that that objection 
will be taken, because in presenting the 
Bill in this form I have followed the pre- 
cedent established in 1854, when the mea- 
sure relating to the Reciprocity ‘Treaty 
was introduced in Parliament. It was 
then heid that the Act having been 
based upon a “Treaty 
which was submitted by a message 
from the Crown, became a matter of 
public and general policy, and ceased to 
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be merely a matter of trade, and although 
those hon. gentlemen who interested 
themselves in Parliamentary and political 
matters at that date wil! remember that 
the Act which was introduced by the 
Attorney General for Lower Canada in 
1854, Mr. Drummond, was simply an Act 
declaring that various articles being the 
produce of the United States should 
during the existence of the Treaty be re. 
ceived free into Canada, and that Act re- 
pealed the tariff pro tanto, it was not 
introduced by resolution, but after 
the Treaty had been — submitted 
and laid on the table, and after a formal 
message had been brought down by Mr. 
Morin, the le:der of the Government in the 
House, to the effect that the Bill was in- 
troduced with the sanction of the Goyern- 
or General. Ido not therefore anticipate 
that objection will be taken by any hon. 
member, and I suppose the precedent so 
solemnly laid down at that time will be 
held to be binding now. Should objection, 
however, be taken, the clauses of the Bill 
respecting the suspension of the Fishery 
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Act and transhipment, are sufficient to be | 
The 
other portions may be printed in italics | 


proceeded with in this manner. 
and can be brought up as parts of the Bill 
or separately as resolutions as may be 
thoug ht best. The journals 
of the House stated that on the 2Ist of 
September, 1854, Mr. Chauveau submitted 
a capy of the Treaty, which was set out on 
the face of the journals; on the same day 
Mr. Drummond asked leave of the House 
to bring in a Bill to give effect to a certain 
Treaty between Her Majesty and the Uni- 
ted States of America; und on the 22nd 
on the order of the day for the second 
reading of the Bill, Mr. Morin, by command, 
brought down a message from the Goy— 
ernor General signifying that it was by 
His Excellency’s sanction it had been in. 
troduced, whereupon the House proceeii- 
ed to the second reading, ‘That Bill was 
# simple one declaring that various 
articles mentioned in the Treaty should, 
during the existexce of the Treaty be ad. 
mitted into this country free of duty. The 
House now, Mr. Speaker, if they give 
leave that this Hill shall be  intro- 
duced and read a first time will bein the 
possession of all those portions of the 
Treaty of Washington that in any way 
come within the action of the Legislature. 


ranve and will properly include all the 


subjects connected with the Treaty in | 


which Canada has any interest, yet it must 


not be forgotten that the Lreaty as a 
whole is in forea wit 
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| 
| 


| attached to it (hear, hear.) That right | 
Although the debate upon this subject | 


will, asa matter of course, take a wide | 


h the particular | 


_that this House has full power to | 
| reject the clauses of the Treaty 
if they please, and maintain the Y 


| Treaty. 
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exceptions Ne I have mentioned ; 
and the decision of this | 


House will after all be simply whether 
the articles of the Tieaty extending from = 
the 18th to the 25th shall receive the 
sanction of Parliament, or whether those ~ 
portions of the Treaty shall be adead let- 
ter. This subject has excited a great deal 
of interest, as was naturalin Canada, ever - 
since 8th May, 1871, when the Treaty was 
signed at Washington It has been largely 
discussed in the public prints and opinions 
of various kinds have !,een expressed upon 
it—some altogether i.vourable, some ale 
together opposed, and many others of 
intermediate shades of opinion—and 
among other parts of the discussion has 
not been forgotten, the personal question 
relating to myself-——the position I held as 
a member of this Government, and as one 
of the High Commissicners at Washington. 
Upon that question I shall have to speak 
by-and bye, yet it is one that has lost 
much of its interest, from the fact that 
by the introduction of this Bill the House 
and country will see tliat the policy of the 
Government,of which | am a member, is to 
carry cutor try tocarry out the ‘Treaty, 
which I signed as a plenipotentiary of Her 
Majesty. Under the reservation made in 
the Treaty, this House and the Legislature 
of Prince Edward Island have full power to 
accept the fishery articles or reject them. 
In that matter this House »nd Parliament 
have full and complete control (hear, 
hear) , No matter what may be the conse- 
quences of the action of this Parliament, 
no matter what may  ~be_ the 
consequences with respect to future rela- 
tions between Canada and England, or 
between Canada and the United States, or 
between England and the United States, 
no matter what may be thé consequences 
as to the existence of the present Govern- 
ment of Canada, it must not be forgotten 


se 
2 


right of Canada to exclude Americans 
from inshore fisheries, as if the Treaty had | 
never been made (hear, hear). That 
reservation was fully provided in the 
It was made a portion of it—an 
essential portion ; and if it had not been 
so made the name of the Minister of 
Justice of Canada would not have been 


ees 


has been reserved, and this Parliament 
has full power to deal with the whole. 
question. I will by and-bye speak more : 
at length as to the part I took in the 
negotiations ; but I feel that I performed 
my duty —a grave and serious duty, but 
still my duty—in attaching my signature ~ 
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to the Treaty as one of Her Majesty’s 
representatives and servants (hear, hear). 
Now, sir, let me enter into a short retro- 


spect of occurrences which transpired for | 


some years before arrangements were 
entered into for negotiating the ‘Treaty. 
The Reciprocity Treaty with the United 


States existed from 1854 to 1866, i» which | 


latter year it expired. Great exertions 
were made by the Government of Canada, 
and a great desire was expressed by 
the Parliament and people of Canada 
for a renewal of that ‘Treaty. 
It was felt to have worked very beneficial- 
ly for Canada. It was felt tohave worked 
also’ to the advantage of the United 
States: and there was a desire and a 
feeling that those growing interests which 
had been constantly developing and in- 
creasing themselves during the existence 
of the Treaty would be greatly aided if it 
were renewed and continued. I wasa 
member of the Government at that time 
with some of my hon. friends who are still 
my colleagues, and we took every step in 
our power, we spared no effort, we left 
no stone unturned, in order to gain that 
object. ‘ihe House will remember that 
for the purpose of either effecting a renew- 
al of the Treaty, or if we could not obtain 
that of arriving at the same object by 
means of concurrent legislation my-honor- 
able friend the member for Sherbrooke, at 
that time Finance Minister, and the pre. 
sent Lieutenant Governor of Ontario went 


to Washington on behalf of the Govern-» 


ment of Canada. It is a matter of history 
that all their exertions failed, and after 


their failure by the general consent—a 


consentin which [| believe the people of 
Canada were as one man—we came to the 
conclusion that it would be humiliating 
to Canada tu make any further exertions 
at Washington or to do anytiling more in 
the way of pressing for the renewal of that 
instrument, and the people of this coun- 
try with great energy addressed them- 


= selves to find other channels of trade, 
“ other means of developing and sustaining 


our various industries, in which I am 
happy to 93 they have been completely 
successful. Immediately on the expiration 
of the Treaty our right to the exclusive 
use of the inshore fisheries returned to 
us, and it will be in remembrance of the 
House, that Her Majesty’s Government 
desired us not to resume at least 
for a year, that right to the 
exclusion of Americin fishermen, and 
that the prohibition of Americans fishing 
in those waters should not be put in force 
either by Canada or the Maritime Pro- 
vinces. All the Provinces, | believe, de- 
clined to accede to the suggestion, and 
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it was pressed strongly on behalf of the 


Washing ton. 


late Province of Canada , that it would be 


'fishe:men hada right to come into our ‘ 2 


| against our interests if for a moment 


aiter the Treaty ceased we allowed 
it to be supposed that American 


watersas before ; and 1b was only hecause 
of the pressure of Her Majesty’s Govern - 
ment and our desire to be in accord with 
that Government, as well as because of 
our desire to carry with us the mora] sup- 
port of Great Britain and the matcrial as- 
sistance of her fleet that we assented wlth 
great reluctance, to the introducilon ofa 


system of licenses for one year at a nominal ¥ » 


tee orrate. This wasdone avowedly by us 
for the purpose of asserting our right. No 
greater or stronger mode of asserting a 
right and obtaining the acknowledgment 
of it by those who desired to enter our 
waters for the purpose of fishing could be 
devised than by exacting payment for the 
permission, and therefore it was that we 
assented to the licensing system(hear, hear). 
Al‘hough in 1366 that system was com- 
menced, it did not come immediately 
into force. We had not then fitted out a 
Marine Police Foree, for we were not 
altogether without expectation that the 
mind of the Government of the United 
States might take a different direction, 
and that there was a_ probability of 
negociations being renewed respect 
ing the revival of the Reciprocity 
Treaty; and therefore although the sys~ 
tem was established, it was not rigidly 
put in force, and no great exertion was 
made to seize trespassers who had not 
taken out licenses. In the: first year 
however a great number of licenses were 
taken out, bué when the fee was increased 
so as to render it a substantial recognition 
of our rights the payments became fewer 
and fewer, until at last it was tound that 
the vessels who took out licenses were 
the exception, and thatthe great bulk of 
fishermen who entered our waters were 
trespassers; and in addition to -the fact ) 
that our fisheries were invaded, that we 
were receiving no consideration for the li- / 
berty, and that our rights were invaded ‘ 
boldly and aggressively, it was now stated 

by the American Government or members 

of the American Cabinet that the renewal 

of the Reciprocity ‘'reaty was not only in-’ 
expedient, but unconstitutional, and that 

no such renewal could or would be made. 

The Government of Canada then in 1870, 

after conference with the Imperial Govern- 

ment, and after receiving the promise of 

the Imperial Government that we should 

havethe support of gheir fleet in the pro- 

tection of our just rights—a promise which 

was faithfully carried out,—prepared and 
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fitted out a sufficient force of Marine 
Police vessels to protect our rights, and 
I. am = giad 
policy was perfectly successful 
Great firmness was used, but, at the same 
time, great discretion ; 
harshness, and no seizures were made of 
a doubtful character. No desire to harrass 
the foreign fishermen was evidenced, but, 
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on the contrary, in any case in which there | 


was doubt the officers in command of the 
seizing vessels reported to the head of their 
Department, and when the papers were 


laid before Government, they in all cases | 
| went to England to deal with that sub-. 


| ject. 


gave the offending parties the benefit of 
the doubt. Still. asit would be remem- 
bered, some of the fishermen made com- 
plaints, which complainis although un- 
just, I am sorry to say were in 
some instances made and = sup- 
ported on oath, of harshness on the port 
of the cruisers, and an attempt was made 
to agitate the public mind of the United 
States agains: the people of Canada, and 
' there was at that time a feeling on the part 
of a large portion of the people of the 
United States, which feeling I am however 
happy to say has since disappeared, that 
the action of Canada was unfriendly. 
Her Majesty’s Government were of course 
appealed to by the authorities of the 
United States on all these subjects, and the 
complaints were bandied from one Govern. 
ment to the other, and preved « source cf 
great irritation. While this feeling was 


being raised in the United States 
there was, on the other hand, a 
feeling among our fishermen _ that 
our rights were, to a very great 


degree, invaded. In order to uvoid the 
possibility of dispute, in order to avoid 
any appearance ofharshness, in order, 
while we were supporting our fishery 
rights, to prevent any case of collision 
between the Imperial Government and 
the United States, or between the Cana- 
dian authorities and the United States, 
_ We avoided making seizures ,within the 


bays, or in any way bringing up the. 


‘(headland question.” This. was very un- 
satisfactory, because, as it was said by the 

hermen, ‘if we have these rights, 
we whould be protected in the 
exercise of them.’ 
‘fore, well that that question shoula be 
settled at once and for ever. In addition, 
however, to the question of headlands, a 
new one had arisen, of an exceedingly 
unpleasant nature. By the wording of 
the Convention of 1818, foreign fishermen 
were only allowed to enter our waters for 
the purpose of procuring wood, 
ter, and shelter; but they claimed 
that they had a_ right, although 
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there was no | 
|The Canadian Government thought 
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jfishing vessels, to enter our ports for 


to believe that that | 


And it was, there- | 


| known as ‘‘ the Alabama claims’’ 


trading purposes; and it was alleged 
vy our own fishermen that under. pretence 
of trading, American fishermen were in 
the habit- of invading our fishing 
grounds, and fishing in our waters 
it 
therefore well to press, not only by corres- 


| pondence, but by a delegate, who was a 


member of the Government, upon Her 
Majesty's Government the propriety of 
having that question settled with the Uni-« 
ted States, and consequently my friend 
and colleague, the Postmaster General, 


The results of his mission are before 


Parliament. At the same time that he 


| dealt with the question I have just men- 


tioned, he pressed upon the consideration 
of Her Majesty’s Government the propriety 
of England making on our behalf a de- 
mand on the United States Government 
for reparation tor the wrongs known as “the 
Fenian Kaids.’?’ England agreed to press 
upon the United States both these mat- 
ters, and- to ask that all the disputed 
questions relating to the inshore fisher- 
ies under the Co>rvention of 1818 
should be settled in some mode to be 
agreed upon hetween the two nations, 
and also to press upon the United States, 
the wrong sustained by Canada at the 
hands of citizens of the United States who 
had invaded.our country. Before Her 
Majesty’s "Government had actually, in 
conpliance with their promise, made any 
representation on these two subjects to 
the United States Government, ingland 
had been engaged on her own behalf ina 
controversy of a very grave character. It 
was known that what was commonly 
was a 
subject of dispute between the two coun- 
trie-, involving the gravest consequences 
and that hitherto the results had been 
most unsatisfactory. An attempt had been 
made to settle the question by what was 
known as the Johnson-Clarendon Treaty, 
but that Treat7 had been rejected by the 
United States authorities. So long as this 
question remained unsettled between the 
iwo nations there was no possibility of 
the old friendly relations that had so 
long existed between them being restored, 


| and England felt that it was of the first 
| importance to he: that those amicable re- 


lations shouid be restored. It was 
not only. her desire to be in _ the 
most friendly position towards a 


country which was so closely associated 


with her by every tie, by common origin, 


wa- | by common interest, by common language, 


but it was also her interest to have every 


¢ 
f 
ce 


cloud removed between the two nations, f 
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position with réspect to the other great 
‘powers of the world was greatly affected, 
by the knowledge which those other nas 
tions had of the position of affuirs between 
the United States and herself. The pres- 
tige of Great Britain as a great power was 
afiected most seriously by the absence of 
an entente cordiale between the two na- 
tions, Two years ago, iingland was as a 
matter of course greatly interested in the 
great and serious questions which were 
then convulsing Europe, and was in danger 
of being drawn by some complication into 
hostile relations with some of the conflict- 
ing powers, and she felt,—and I speak 
merely what must be obvious to every 
hon. member in the House, that she could 
not press orassert her opinion, with the 
same freedom of action, so long as she was 
aware, and so long asother nations were 
aware, that in case she should be unfortu~ 
nately placed in a state ef hostility with 
any nation whatever, the United Siates 
Government would be forced, by the United 
States people to press at that very time, 
when she might be engaged in mortal con- 
flict with another nation,—for a settle 
ment of those Alabamaclaims. Hence, 
Mr. Speaker, the great desire of England 
in my opinion, that that great question 
should be settled, and, hence also, the 
intermingling of the particular questions 
relating to Canada with the larger Impe. 
perial questions. And, sir, in my opinion, it 
was of greater consequence to Canada 
than to England, at least of as great 
consequence, that the Alabama ques- 
tion should be settled (cheers). Su, 
England has promised to us, and we have 
all faith in that promise, that in case of 
war, the whole force of the Empire should 
be exerted in our defence (cheers). What 
would have been the position of England, 
and what would have been the position of 
Canada, if she had ‘been called upon 
to use her whole force to defend us, when 
engaged in conflict elsewhere. Canada 
would, asa matter of course, in case of 
war between England and the United 
States, be the battle ground. We should 
be the sufferers, our country would be 
devastated, our people slaughtered, and 
our property destroyed; and while Eng 
land would, I believe, under all circum- 
stances, faithfully perform her promise to 
the utmost (cheers), she would be greatly 
impeded in carrying out her desire, if 
engayed elsewhere. It was therefore, as 
much the interest of this Dominion as of 
England, that the Alabama and all other 
questions that in any way threatened the 
disturbance of the peaceful relations bes 
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und therefore, although to 
a considerable extent I agree with thé 


Washington. 


| remarks that fell from the Minister of 


Finance whea be made his Budget spééth, 


that looking at the subject in a commerdial pe 
| point of view, it might have been better,in 


the interest of Canada, that the fishery and 
fenian questions should have been settled 
free and apart from the Imperiai question. 


am pleased, and I was pleased, 
that the fact of Canada having 
asked England to make these de- 


mands upon the United States, gave 
an opportunity for reopening the negocia- 
tions with respect to the Alabama and 
other matters. It was fortunate that we 
made that demand, for England could not, 
with due selfrespect, have initiated or re- 
opened the Alabama question. She had 
concluded a treaty in London with the re- 
presentative of the United States, and 
this treaty having been rejected by the 
Supreme Executive of the United States, 
ingland could not herself have reopened 
negociations onthe subject. And, theére- 
fore, it was fortunate, I say, for the peace 
of the Empire, and for the peace of Can- 
ada, that we asked England to make these 
demands upon the United States as’ it 
afforded the opportunity of all these qués- 
tions beings made again the subject of ne- 
gotiation. ‘The correspondeuce which is 
before the House, between the Secretary 
of State of ihe United States and the Brit- 
ish Ambassador, Sir Edward 
Thornton, has shown how that 
result was arrived at. The invitation was 
mace by the British Ambassador to con- 
sider the Fishery Question. ‘ie United 
States Government, I have uo doubt, 
though, I do not know it as a matter of 
fact, by aquiet and friendly understand. 
ing between the two powers, replied ac- 
ceding to the request, on condition that 
the larger and graver matters of dispute 
were also made a matter of negotiation. 
Hence, it was sir, that the arrangements — 
were made under which the ‘Treaty of 
Washington was effected. Sir, [havesaid 


| that it was of the greatest consequence to 


| 


Canada, and to the future peace and pros- 
perity of Canada, that every cloud which 
threatened the peace of England and the 
United States should be dispeiled. 1 was 
syruck with an expression that was used 


| to me by a distinguished English states— 


man, that those powers in Kurope who are 
not so friendly to England heard with 


| dismay that. the entente cordiale between 


the two nations was to be renewed (hear, 
hear), and you have seen mentioned in 
the public press the active exer- 
tions that were made by one power, or 


tween the two countries should be settled | by the representative of one power, for 
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the purpose of preventing that happy | w 
result (hear, hear), and although Mr. Ca- 
tacazy has been disavowed by the Gov- 
ernment of Russia, in the same way as 
poor Vicovich was on a previous 0c- 
casion when he was the organ of Russia in 
the East, i cannot but feel 
that he was punished only because his 
zeal outran his discretion. I can vouch 
for his active exertions forthe purpose of 
preventing this Treaty of Washington re- 
ceiving the sanction of the Senate of the 
United States (hear, hear ) While Eng- 
land therefore was strongly interested in 
the settlement of these questions both 
for herself and for Canada, the United 
States were also interested and made 


| 
overtures in a most friendly spirit. I be- 
lieve that there wasa real desire among 
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the people of the United States to be 
friendly towards England. I believe that 
the feeling of irritation which had been 
caused by the unhappy events of the war, 
and by the escape of the Alabama had al- 
most entirely disappeared, and I hope and 
believe that the people of the United Siates 
were then, and are now strongly in 
favor of establishing permanently a 
friendiy feeling between the two na-~ 

Then, besides, they had a further 
interest in settling all matters in 
dispute. So long as the United 
States and England were not on friendly 
terms, so long as they were standing aloof 
from each other, it affected very consider. 
ably the credit of theUnited States securi 

ties in Europe. Not only the funds of the 
United States as a whole, but the securi- 
ties of every State of the Union, and of all 
American enterprises seeking the markets 
of the world were injuriously affected by 
the unsatisfactory relations between the 
two countries. They were therefore 
prepared to meet each other in this 
negotiation. ‘To proceed with the history 
of the circumstances immediately preced 
ing the formation of the J oint HighCommiss 
sion at Washington, I wi'l state that on 
the first February, 1871, a communication 
was made tomeby His Excellency the 
Governor General, on behalf of Her Ma. 
jesty’s Government, asking me in Case 
there was going to be a Joint Commission 
to settle all questions between Engiand | 
and the United States, whether 1 would 
act as a member of that Commission. [ | 
give the date because it has been asked | 
for. ‘The communication was verbal, 

and founded — upon a tele- | 
graphic communication to His E Excellency — 
which cannot be printed, being of a naz 
ture which the House can readily | 
understand, ought not properly to be laid | 

before this House. This communication 
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| setting up pretensions which Her Majesty’s 
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, in the first place, for myself alone, I 
was eh. allowed to mention it for the 
time * any one else. My reply was 
that would be greatly embar. 
rassed rs any injunction of secrecy as — 
regards my colleagues, and that under no 
circumstances would I accept the position — 


Washington. 


without their consent. I. saa 
sequently received permission to 
communicate it to them, and l1- 


received their consent to act upon the 
Commission. Before accepting, however, 
I took occasion, for my own information — 

and satisfaction, to ask through His Excel- j 
lency what points of agreement and of, — 
difference existed between Bngland { 
and Canada with regard to the Fisheries. 

The answer was avery short one, by cable, — 
and it was satisfactory to myself. lt was — 
afterwards extended in the despatch ofthe © 
16th of February, 1271. It shortly stated that — 
of course it was impossible for Her Majes~ 
ty’s Government to pledge themselves to © 


any forgone conclusion ; that — 
as it was a matter of negotia- — 
tion it was, of course, out of the 


question on the part of either Government 
to give cast iron instructions to their re-_ 
presentatives because that would do away — 
wlth every idea of a negotiation. — 
Bat the despatch went on to 
say that Her Majesty’s Government 
considered our right to the inshore’ 
fisheries beyond disput e; that they also — 
believed that our claims as to the head- | 
lands were just, but that those claims 
might properly be a matter of compro- 
mise. It went on further to state that 
Her Majesty’s Government believed that, — 
asa matter of strict right we could ex-— 
clude the American fishermen entering 
our ports for purposes of trade and com- 
merce, and that they could only enter 
our waters, in the language of the Treaty, 
for wood, water, and shelter; but that 
this, in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment, would be a harsh construction 
of the Treaty, and might properly be a 
subject for compromise. On reading that 
despatch, I could have no difficulty, as a 
member of the Canadian Government, it 
accepting the {position, to which my col- 
leagues assented,! of plenipotentiary to 
Washington, beca se, as a matter of law 
our view of those three points was 
acknowledged to be correct, and the sub- 
ject was therefore devoid of any embar- 
rassment from the fact of Canadians 


Government could not support (hear, 
_ hear). When the proposition was first made 
to me I must say that I felt considerable 
embarrassment, and great C- 
tance to become a 
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_ ofthe Commission. 1 pointed out to my 
_ colleagues that I was to be one only of 
five, that I was in a position of being over- 
ruled continually in our discussions, and 
that I could not by any possibility bring 
due weight from my isolated position. I 
felt also that I would not receive from 


== 


those who were politically op-— 
_ posed to me in Canada that 
support, which an. Officer going 


abroad on behalf of his country generally 
received, and had a right to expect (hear, 
hear). I knew that I would be made a 
_ mark of attack, and this House well knows 
that my anticipations have been veritied. 
‘I. knew .that I would not 
get fair play (hear, hear). i 

knew that thesame policy that had been 
_ carried out towards me for years and years 
_would continue, and thereiore it was a 

matter of grave consideration for myself 
whether to accept the appointment 
or not. Sir, a sense of duty pre- 
_ vailed (cheers), and my colleagues pressed 
upon me also that I would be wanting in 
my duty to my country if I declined the 
appointment; that if from a fear of the 
consequences, from a fear that 1 would 
sacrifice the position I held in the opinions 
_ of the people of Canada, 1 should shirk 
the duty, I would be unworthy of the 
_ confidence that I had received so long 
' from a large portion of the people of Ca- 
~ nada (cheers). What, said my colleagues, 
_ would be saidif, in consequence of your 
refusal, Canada was not represented, and 

her interest in these matters allowed to 
~) go by default? England, after having 
offered that position to the first Minister, 


“ 
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and it having been refused by him, would | 


_ have been quite at liberty to have prox 
ceeded with the Commission and the 
settlement of all these questions without 
_ Canada being represented on the Commis- 
sion, and those very men who attack me 
now for having been there and takena 
Certain course, would have been just as 
loud in their complaints and just as bitter 
in their attacks, because 1 had neglected 
the interests oi Canada and refused the 
ee Ponsibility of asserting the rights of 
‘Canada at Washington. (cheers), 
‘Sir, “knowing as =f Ss psaid =" be- 
fore what the consequences would 
_ be to myself of accepting that office, and 
_ foreseeing the attacks that would be m.de 

upon me I addressed a 
,to His Excellency the Governor 
| Generalinforming him of the great ditli- 


letyer | 


» culties of my position and that i: was only | 


from a sense of duty that I accepted the | 


Position (cheers). On proceeding to 


, 
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High Commission divided itself, an equal 
desire, I should say, on the part of the 
United States Commissioners as well as of 
the British Commissioners that all ques- 
tions should be settled so far as the two 
Governments coula d:> so. There was a 
special desire that there should be a 
settlement. It was very easy for the 
Commissioners, or the Goverriment 
through their representatives, to make a 
Treaty, but in the United States there is a 
power above and beyond the Goveri- ment, 
the Senate of the United States which 
had to be considered. It was felt that a 
second rejection of a Treaty would be 
most disastrous for the future of both va- 
tions ; that it would be a solemn declara- 
tion that there was no 
peaceable solution ‘of the questions be« 
tween the two nations. An Amerie 
can statesman said to me, ‘“‘ the rejection 
of the l'reaty now means war.’ Not war 
to-morrow or at any given period, but war 
whenever England happened to be engaged 
in other troubles, and attacked from other 
sources (hear, hear). You may therefore 
imagine Mr. Speaker, and this House may 
wellimagine the solemn consideratious 
pressing upon my mind, as_ well as upon 
the minds of my coHeagues in Canada 
with whom I was in daily éommu- 
nication, if by any unwise course, 
or from any rigid or pre-conceived 
Opinions we should risk the destruc- 
tion for ever of all hope ofa peace- 
able solution of the difficulties between 
the two kindred nations (cheers). Still 
Sir, I did not forget that I was their chosen 
representative. I could not ignore the 
fact that I was selected amember of that. 
Commission from my acquaintance with 
Canadian politics. | 
before me, not only the Ims 
perial question, but the interests 
of the Dommion of Canada which 1 wag 
there specially to represent, and the diffi 

culty of my position. was: that if 1 gav 

undue prominence to the interests of 
Canada I might justly be held, in England,} 
to be taking a purely Colonial and selfish’ 
view, regardless of the interests of the 
Empire as a whole, and the interests of 
Canada as a portion of the Empire, and on 
the other hand, if I kept my eye solely 


| on Imperial consideratiuus | migut be. eid 


as ueglecting my especial Gury towards 
this my country of Canada. It was a 
ditticult position as the House wili believe, 
& position that pressed upou me with gre .t 
weight and severity av the tim>, aud 1b 
his not been diminished in any way siuce [ 
h.ve returned, except-by the cordial sup- 


Washington [ found a general desire among | port of my colleagues, and | beiieve also my 


the two 
iv 91 


branches into wh.ch the Joint | friends in this House. (cheers) ln order tu 


I had continually _ 


. 


= 
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show that not for 
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a, considerable amount of my embarrass- 


moment forget that I was there to repre- 


sent the interests of Canada, I must ask 
you to lookat the despatch of 16th Feb- 
ruary, 187[, which reached me at Wash- 
ington, a few days after I arrived there— 
it will be seen that Lord Kimberley used 
this expression, ‘“‘as at present advised 
‘Her Majesty's Government, are of 
“opinion that the right of Canada to ex- 
‘cluié Americans from fishing in the 
‘swaters within the limits of three marine 
‘smiles of the coast, is beyond dispute, 
‘and can only be ceded for an adequate 
‘‘consideration. Should this considera- 
‘stion take the form of a money payment, 
‘it appears to Her Majesty’s Government, 
‘that such an arrangement would be more 
“likely to work well than if any condi- 
‘tions were annexed to the exercise of 
‘sche privilege of fishing within the Canas 
‘dian waters.”’ Having read that de- 
spatch, and the suggestion that an arrange- 
ment might be made on the basis of a 
money payment, and there being an 
absence of any statement that such an 
arrangement would only be made with the 
consentof CanadaI thought it well to com 
municate with my colleagues at Ottawa,and 
although we had received again and again, 
assurances from Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment that those rights would not be 
affected, given away, or ceded, witbout 
our consent, it was thought advisable, in 
consequence of the >mission of all refer- 


ence to the necessity of Canada’s assent | 


being obtained to any monetary arrange- 
ment, to communicate by cable that 
Canada considered the Canadian Fisheries 
to be her property and they could not be 
sold without her consent. That commu- 
nication was made by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment on the l0th March, and 
of that Government IJ was a 
member, and not only did that communi- 
cation proceed from the Canadian Govern- 
ment to England, giving them fair notice 
that the Canadian Government, of which 
I was so a member, would insist upon the 
right of dealing with her own fisheries, 
but I took occasion to press upon the 
Head of the British Commission at Wash- 
ington, that my own individual opinion, 
as representing Canada, should be laid 
before Her Majesty’s Government. ‘The 
answer that came back atonce by cable 
was extended in full in the despatch of 
the i7th March, 1871; and it was most 
satisfactory as it stated that Her Majesty’s 
Government had never any intention 
of advising Her Majesty to part 
with those  tisheries without the 
consent of Canada. Armed with this, 
I felt that I was relieved of a 


Hom. Sir J. A. Macdonald. 


Washington. 808 


ment. I felt that no matter what ars 
rangements might be made, no matter 
whether [ was out—voted by my colleagues 
on the Vommission, or what instructions 
might be given by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, the interests of Canada were safe, 
because they were in her own hands, and 
reserved for her own decision. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, it must not be supposed that this 
was nota substantial concession on the 
part of Her Majesty’s Government. Itis 
true that Lord Kimberley stated in hig 

despatch of 17th March, that ‘‘ when the — 
‘Reciprocity Treaty was concluded, the — 
“ Acts of the Nova Scotia and New 
‘¢ Brunswick Legislatures relating to the 
‘‘ Fisheries were suspended by Acts of 
‘¢ thoseLegislatures, and the Fishery rights 
‘¢ of Canada are now under the protection 
‘ofa Canadian Act of Parliament, the 
“ repeal of which would be necessary in 
‘“‘ case of the cession of those rights to any” 
‘‘ foreign powers ’’—it is true in one sense © 
of the word, : ut it is also true that if Her — 
Majesty, in the exercise of Her power, — 
had chosen to make a Treaty with the — 
United States, ceding not only those rights, i 
but ceding the very land over which those 
waters flow, that ‘l'reaty between England — 
and the United States would have been | 
binding, and the United States would — 
have held England to it. No 
matter how unjust to Qanada, after all her — 
previous promises, still that Treaty would | 
be a valid and obligatory Treaty between — 
England and the United States, and the — 
latter would have had the right to enforce 
its provisions, override any Provincial Laws — 
and Ordinances, and take possession of — 
our watersand rights. It would have been 
a great wrong, but the consequences 
would hive been the loss practically, of 
our rights for ever, and soit was satisfacs 
tory that it should be settled, as it has been 
settled, without a doubt appearing upon 
the records of the conference at Wash- 
ton. Now the recognition of the pro- 
prietary right of Canada in der Fisheries 
forms a portion of the State Papers of 
both countries. Now the rights of Canada 
to those Fisheries are beyond dispute, and 
it is finally established that England 
cannot, and will not, under any 
circumstances whatever, cede 


bs 


those 
fisheries without the consent of Canada, — 
So that in any future arrangement be- 
tweenCanada and England, or England and 
the United States the right: of Canada 
will be respected, as it is conceded be 
yond dispute, that England has not the — 
power to deprive Canada of them. 
may now rest certain that for all time to 
come England will not, without our con- 
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sent, make any cession of these interests. | I believe unfounded, complaints had been 


Now Mr. Speaker to come to the various’ 


_ subjects which interest Canada more par- 


icularly. I will address myself to them 
n detail, and first, I will consider the 


/ question of most jimportance to us, the 


one on which we are now specially asked 
to legislate, that which interests Canada 
as a whole most particularly, and which 
interests the Maritime provinces especial- 
ly. I mean the articles of the Treaty with 
respect to our fishery rights. I would in 


_ the first place say that the protocols 


which accompany the Treaty, and which 


are in the hands of every member do not 


give chronologically an every day account 
of the transactions of the conference, al 
though asa general rule I believe the 


_ protocols of such conferences are kept from_ 


day to day, bat it was thought better to 
depart from the rule on this occasion, and 


_ Only to record the conclusions arrived at ; 


facts and incidents as they occurred. 


settled be 


_ States 
_ public men of the United States whom 


information, 


therefore, while the protocols substan 
tially contain the result of the negotia- 
tions ended in the ‘Treaty, they must not 
be looked upon as chrono! ogical details of 
a 
say so because the protocol which relates 
more especially to the Fisheries would 


_ lead one to suppose that at the first meet- 
ing, 


and without previous discussion 
the British Commissioners stated ‘that 
“thev were prepared to discuss the ques- 
‘tion of the Fisheries, either in detail or 


“generally so as either to enter into an 
- “examination of the respective rights of 
_ “the two countries under the Treaty of 
1818, and the general law of nations, or 
- “to approach at once the settlement of the 


question on a comprehensive basis.’’ 
Now the fact is that it was found by the 
‘British Commissioners when they arrived 
at Washington and had an opportunity of 
ascertaining the feeling that prevailed at 
that time, not only among the United 
Commissioners, but among the 


they met there, and from their com- 
‘Munications with other sources. of 
that the feeling was 
‘universal \that all questions should be 

dond the possibility of dispute 
‘in the future, and more especially that if 


_ by any possibility a solution of the diffi- 


culty respecting the Fisheries could be 
‘arrived at, ora satisfactory arrangement 
“made by which the Fishery question could 


_ be placed in abeyance as in 1854, it would 


“be to the advantage of both nations, It 
must be rembered that the Commission 
sat in 1871, that the exclusion of American 


fishermen from our waters was enforced 
. andkept up during the whole of 1870, 


) 


and that great and loud, though | 


made that American fishing vessels had 
been illegally seized although they had 
not trespassed upon our waters. Persons 
interested had been’ using every 
effort to arouse and stimulate the minds 
of the people of the United States against 
Canada and the Canadian authorities, and 
it was felt and expressed that it would be 
a great bar to the chance of the Treaty 
being accepted by the United States, if 
one of the causes of irritation which had 
been occurring a few months belore should 
be allowed to remain unsettled ; collisions 
would occur between American fishermen 
claiming certain rights, and Canadians 
resisting those claims, that thereby un. 
iriendly feelings would be aroused, and 
all the good which might be effected 


by the Treaty would be destroyed, 
by quarrels between man and man 
engaged on the fishing grounds. 


This feeliny prevailed, and 1 as a Cana- 
dian, knowing that the people of Canada 
desired, and had always expressed a wish 
to enter into the most cordial reciprocal 
trade arrangements with the United 
States, so stated to the British Commis- 
sioners, and they hid no hesitation, on 
being invited to do so, in stating that they 
would desire by all means to remove 
every cause of dissension respecting these 
fisheries by the restoration of the old 
Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. An attempt 
was made in 1865 by the hon. member 
for Sherbrooke (Sir A. T. Galt) and Mr. 
Howland, on behalf of Canada, to renew 
that Treaty, but failed, because the cir- 
cumstances of the United States in 1865 
were very different from what they were 
in 1854, and it appeared out of the ques. 
tion and impossible for the United States 
to agree to a Treaty with exactly the same 
provisions and of exactly the same nature 
as that of 1854. So the British Commis. 
sioners, believing that a treaty similar in 
detail to that of 1854 could not be ob- 
tained, urged that one conceived in the 
same spirit but adapted to the altered 
circumstances of the two countries s: ould 
be adopted, and this view was strongly 
pressed upon the Joint Commission. 
‘This will appear from the protocol referring 
to this branch of the Treaty. It will also 
appear from the protocol that the United 
States Commissioners stated that the Re- 
ciprocity Treaty was out of the question, 
that it could not be accepted without 
being submitted to both branches, of 
Congress, and there was not the slightest 
possibility of Congress passing such an 
Act, and that the agreement by the two Go- 
vernments to a treaty, including provisions 
similar in spirit to the Treaty of 1894, 
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would only ensure the rejection of the 
Treaty by the Senate, and therefore that 
some other solution must be found. I 
believe that the United States Commis- 
gioners were candid and were accurate 1n 
their view of the situation. I believe that 
had the Treaty contained all the 
_ provisions, or the essential 
provisions of the Treaty of (1854, they 
would have ensured its rejection by the 
Senate. When I speak of the 
conferences, that were held on the 
fisheries | would state, for the information 
of those members of the House who may 
be unacquainted with the usage in such 
matters, that the Commissioners did not 
act at the discussions individually. The 
_eonferance was composed of two units, 
the British Commission and the United 
. States Commission. Ifa question arose in 
conference on which either of the two 
' parties, the British or American branch, 


desired to consult together they retired, | 


- and oniheir return expressed their views 
as a whole without reference 
- individual opinions of the Commissioners. 
As an individual member of the British 
Commission, and on behalf of Canada, 
when it was found that we could not 
obtain a renewal of the Reciprocity l'reaty, 
I urged upon my English colleagues that 
ihe Canadians should be allowed to re- 
tain the exclusive enjoyment of the in- 
sore Fisheries, and that means should be 
used to arrive in some way or other at a 
settlement of the disputed questions in 
relation to the fisheries, soas to settle the 
headland quesiion and the other one 
relating to trading in our ports. by 
American fishermen, and I would have 
been well satisfied acting on behalf of the 
Canadian Government if that course had 
been adopted by the Imperial Government; 
but Her Majesty’s Government felt and so 
instructed her Commissioners, and it was 
so felt by the United States Commission 
ers, that the leaving of the chance of 
collision between the American fishermen 
and the Canadian fishermen a matter of 
possibility would destroy or greatly preju- 
dice the great object of the negotiations 
that were to restore the amicable relations 
and friendly feelings between the two na- 
tions, and therefore Her Majesty's Govern- 
men- pressed that these questions should 
be allowed to remain in abeyance, and 
that some other settlement in the way of 
compengation to Canadashould be found. 
The protocol shows, Mr. Speaker, that the 
United States Government through their 
Commissioners, made a considerable ade 
vance, or at least some advance, in the 
‘direction of Reciprocity, because they 
offered to exchange for our inshore 
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to the | 
| gards the duty on lumber which was of- 
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fisheries in the first place the right to fish 
in their waters whatever that might be 
worth, and they offered to admit Canadian 
coal, salt, fish, and, after 1874, lumber. 
They offered Reciprocity in these articles, 
On behalf of Canada the British Com- 
missioners said that they did not 
consider that that was a fair equbaleny 
(hear, hear). It is not necessary that 1 
should enter intoall the discussions and 
arguments on that point, but it was pointed 
out by the British Commissioners that 
already a measure had passed one branc 
of the Legislature of the United States, 
making coal and salt fres, and stood ready 
to be passed by the other branch, the 
Senate. It wis believed at that time that 
theAmerican Congress forits own purpose, — 
and in the interest of the American 
people was about to take the duty off 
these articles, and therefore the remission 
could not be considered as in any way 
a compensation, as Congress 
going to take off 
there was a Treaty or not, 
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fered to be taken off in 1874 we pointed 
out that nearly a third of the whole of the 
time for which the Treaty was proposed to 
exist would expire before the duty would 
be taken off our lumber. The British 
Commissioners urged that under those 
circumstances the offer could not be con- 


sidered as a fair one, and _ that 
Canada had a fair right to demand 
compensation over and above thes 


proposed reciprocal arrangements. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, betore that proposition was_ 
made I was in communication with my 
colleagues. The Canadian Government, 
were exceedingly anxious that the origi-| 
nal object should be carried out, that if we | 
could not get reciprocity asit was in 1854's 
that we should be allowed to retain our | 
fisheries and that the questions in dispute | 


should be settled; but Her Majesty's 
Government taking the strong 
ground that their acceding to o 


wishes would be equivalent to an aban- 
donment of carrying the Treaty into effect, 
the Canadian Government. reluctantly 
said that from a desire to meet Her Ma 
jesty’s Government’s views as much as 
possible, and not to allow it to be felt in 
England that from a selfish desire 
obtain all we desired we had frustrated the 
efforts of Her Majesty’s Government to 
secure peace, we consented that the pro. 
position I have mentioned should be 
made, and so that proposition was made 
to the United States. Although | do not 
know it as a matter of certainty, I have 
reason to believe that if it had not been 
for the action of this Legislature last ses 
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the purpose of ratifying a Treaty in which 
coal, salt, and 
would be received into the United States 
free of duty (hear, hear.) I have reason 
to believe that hadit not been for the in- 
terposition of this Legislature, and I speak 
now of political friends as well as foes, 


those terms which were offered by the. 


United States would have keen a, portion 


of the Treaty instead of its standing | 


as it does now (applause.) I will tell the 
House why I say so. ‘The offer was made 


early by the United States Government, | 
The answer made by the British Commis- , 


‘ 


sioners was that under the circumstances 
it was not a fair and adequate compensa 
tion for the privileges that were aslred, 
and the British Commissioners at the sug< 
gestion of the Canadian Government re- 
ferred the question to Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment whether they had _ not 
a right in addition to this offer of 
the United States to expect a pecuniary 
compensation, that pecuniary compensa- 
tion to be settled in some way or otber. 
That took place on the 25th of March, 1871. 
On the 25th of March | think the final pro- 


_ position was made by the U. S. Govern- 


ment, and on the 22nd March; only two 
days before, the resolution carried in this 


House by which the duty was taken off coal | 
and salt and the other articles mentioned. 


Before that resolution was carried here no 
feeling was expressed in the United States 


against the taking oft the duty on Canadian 
coal and salt into tte. United States; 


no one raised any difficulty about it. 


_ lam as well satisfied asI can be of any 


thing which IJ did not see occur that the 
admission of Canadian coal and salt into 


the United States would have been placed 


- actionof this Legislature. 
_ of March that o&er was made, and it was 


¥ 


in the Treaty if it had not been for the 
On the 25th 


‘referred to England. The English Gove 
ernment stated that they quite agreed in 
the opinion that in addition to that offer 
there should be compensation in money, 
= then on the 17th of April the Ameri- 
/ can Commissioners withdrew as they had 


» the right to do their offer altogether. And 


; 
t 
x 
i 
5 


i 


~ 


- 


why did they withdraw the offer alto- 
gether? Gne of the Commissioners in 
conversation said to me ‘‘I am quite surs 
prised to find the opposition that has 
sprung up to the admission of Canadian 
—¢Coaland salt into our market. I was quite 

unprepared for the feeling that is exhibit» 
ed.” Iknewright well what the reason 
was. The monopolists having the control 
of American coal in Pennsylvania and 
salt in New York, so long as the 


_ Treaty would opea to them the markets in 
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sion we would now be passing an act for 


lumber from Canada 
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Canada, for their products, were willing 
that it should carry, because they would 
have the advantage of both markets, 
but when the duty was taken off in 


Canada when you had opened our market 
to them, when they had the whole control 
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| of their own market and free access to 


ours, whether for coal or salt, the mono- 
polists brought down all their energies 
upuyn their friends in Congress, and 
through them a pressure on the American 
Gcvernment for the purpose of pres 
venting the admission of Canadian 
coal and salt into the American 
market, and from that I have no doubt 
came the withdrawal by the American 
Commissioners of their offer. When 
my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) 
said last Session, ‘‘there goes the Canas 
dian National Policy,’’ he was little aware 
of the conseqnences of. the reckless 
course he had taken (hear, hear). 
Hon. gentleman may laugh, but they will 
find it no laughing matter, The people of 
Canada, both East and West, will hold to 
strict account those who acted so unpa- 
triotically in this matter. Under these 
circumstances, Mr. Speaker, | felt myself 
powerless, and when the American 
Commissioners made their last offer, 
which is now in the Treaty, offering 
reciprocity in fisheries, that Canadians 
should fish in American waters, and that 
Amer.cans should fish in Canadian waters, 
and that fish and fish oil should be recip 
procally free, and that ifon arbitration it 
were found that the bargain was an unjnst 
one to Canada, and Canada did not receive 
sufficent compensation for her fisheries by 
that arrangement, it was remitted to 
Her Majesty's Government to say what 
should be done, and as will be seen by the 
last sentence of the protocol, ‘‘ The subs 
‘* ject was further discussed in the cons 
‘ferences of April 18th and 19th, and the 
‘¢ British Commissioners having referred 
‘‘the last proposal to the Government,and 
‘received instructions to accept it, 
‘the Treaty articles, 18 to 25, were 
‘‘agreed toat the Conference on the 23rd 
‘or Apri.” Thus then it occurred that 
these articles from 18 to 25 are_ portions 
of the Treaty. One of these articles 
reserves to Canada the right of adoption 
or rejection and it is for this Parliament 
now to say whether under all the cire 
cumstancesit should ratify or reject them. 
The papers that have been laid before the 
House show what was the opinion of the 
Canadian Government. Under present cir- 
cumstances of that question, the Canadian 


Government believe that itis forthe im- 


terest of Canada to accept the Treaty, to 
ratify it by legislation. (Hear, hear.) They 
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believe it is for the interest of Canada to 
accept it, and they are more inclined to be- 
lieve it from the fact which I must say has 
surprised me, and surprised my colleagues, 
and has surprised the country—that the 
portion of the Treaty which was supposed 
to be most unpopular and most prejudicial 
to the interests of the Maritime Provinces 
has proved to be the least unpopular. 
(Hear, hear.) Sir, I could not have anti- 
cipated that the American fishermen, who 
were offered the advantages of fishing in our 
waters would be to a man, Opposed to the 
Treaty as inflicting upon them a great in- 
jury. [could not have anticipated that the 
fishermen of the aritime Provinces, who, 
at first expressed hostility, would now, 
with a few exceptions, be anxious for its 
adoption. (Hear, hear.) In viewing these 
articles of the Treaty, I would call the con- 
sideration of the House te the fact that 
their scope and aim have been greatly mis- 
represented by that portion of the Cana- 
dian press which is opposed to the present 
Government. It has been alleged to be 
an ignominous sale of the property of 
Canada, a bartering away of the territorial 
rights of this country for money. Sir, 
no allegation could be more utterly un- 
founded than this. (Hear, hear.) Itis no 
more a transfer and sale of the territorial 
rights of Canada than was the treaty of 
1854. The very basis of this treaty is re- 
ciprocity. [Hear, hear.) To be sure it 
does not go as far and embrace as many 
articles as the treaty of 1852. I am sorry 
for it. I fought hard that it should be go, 
but the terms of this Treaty are terms of 
reciprocity, and the very first cleuse ought 
to be sutlicient evidence upon that point, 
for it declares that Canadians shall have the 
same right to fish in American waters, that 
Americans will have under the Treaty to 
fish in Canadian waters. True it may be 
said that our fisheries are more valuable 
than theirs, but that does not affect the 
principle. The principle is this—-that we 
were trying to make a reciprocity arrange- 
ment and going as far in the direction of 
reciprocity as possible. The principle is 
the same in each case, and as regards the 
Treaty that has been negotiated itis not 
confined to reciprocity in the use of 
the inshore fisheries of the two countries. 
It provides that the products of the fish- 
eries of the two nations, fish oil as well as 
fish, shall be interchanged free. The only 
departure from the principle of reciprocity 
in the present treaty is the provision, 
that if it shall be found that Canada had 
made a bad bargain and had not received 
a fair compensation for what she gave vat 
it shall be found that while there was re- 
eiprocity as to the enjoyment of rights and 
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privileges, there was not true reciprocity 
in value, then the difference in value — 
should be ascertained and paid to this — 
country, (Hear, hear.) Now if there is | 
anything approaching to the dishonourable ~ 
and the degrading in these proposals 1 — 
do not know the meaning of those terms. . 
1 
j 
} 
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(Hear, hear.) This provision may not be 
one that will meet the acceptance of the © 
country, but [ say that the manner in 
which it has been characterized, is a wilful 
and deliberate use of language which the ~ 
parties employing it did not believeat the 
time to be accurate, and to which they re- — 
sorted for political reasons, and in orderto — 
create misapprehensions in the country. 
Sir, there was no humiliation Canada — 
would not tolerate an act of humiliation on — 
the part of its Government. England 
would neither advise nor permit one of her ~ 
faithful colonies to be degraded and cast — 
down (cheers.) But it is said that the 
American fisheries are ef no value to us. 
They are not as valuable as ours it is true, ¢ 
but still they have a-substantial value for — 
us in this way—that the exclusion of Cana- — 
dian fishermen from the American coast — 
fisheries would have been a loss tothe © 
fishing interests of the Maritime Provinces, 
and I will tell you why. It is quite true that — 
the mackerel fishery, which is the most va- — 
luable fishery on these coasts, belongs chiefly — 
to Canada, and that the mackerel of the — 
American coast is far inferior in every — 
respect to the Canadian fish, but it is also 
true that in American waters, the favourite — 
bait to catch the mackerel with, known as 
the menhadden is found, and it is so much ~ 
the favourite bait that, one fishing vessel © 
having this bait on board, will draw a_ 
whole school of mackerel in the very face 
of vessels having an inferior bait. Now 
the value of the privilege of entering — 
American waters for catching that baitis 
very great. If Canadian fishermen were — 
excluded from American waters, by any 
combination among American fishermen 
or by any Act of Congress, they might be 
deprived of getting a singlé ounce of the 
hait. American fishermen might combine — 
for that object, or alaw might be passed 
by Congress forbidding the exportation of 
menhaiden; but by the provision made 
in the Treaty, Canadian fishermen are 
allowed to enter into American waters to- 
procure the bait, and the consequence of = 
that is, that no such combination can exist 
and Canadians can purchase the bait and 
be able to fish on equal terms with the 
Americins. (Hear, hear.) ; 
[t is thus seen, sir, that this Reciprocity 
Treaty is not a mere matter of sentiment 
—it is a most valuable privilege, which is 


~ 
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articles some questions have been raised 
and placed on the paper, and | have asked 


q put them, to postpone doing so; and I 
now.warn hon. members, and [I do it with 


interests of Canada, if this Treaty becomes 


a Treaty, and we ratify the fishery articles | 


_ —I warn them not to raise questions 
which otherwise might not be raised. I 
think, Mr. Speaker, there is no greater 
instance in which a wise discretion can be 
used than in not suggesting any doubts. 

_ With respect, however, to the question 
which was put by the hon. member for the 
County of Charlotte—and it is a question 
which might well be put, and which 
requires some answer—I would state to 
that hon. gentleman, and I think he will 
be satisfied with the answer, that the 
Treaty of 1871, in the matter his questions 
refers. to, is larger and wider in its 
provisions in favor of Canada than was the 


: 


the most sincere desire to protect the | 


at.’ With respect to the language of these | 


the hon. gentlemen who were about to. 


} 


_ Treaty of 1854, and that under the Treaty | 
of 1854 no question was raised as to the | 


_ exact locality of the catch, but ali fish 
_ brought to the United States market by 
- Canadian vessels were free. I say this 
_ advisedly, and I will discuss it with the 


hon. gentleman whenever he may choose | 


_ to give me the opportunity. The same 
practice will, I have no doubt, be conti- 
-nued under the Treaty of 1871, unless 
the people of Canada themselves raise 
_ the objection. The warning I have just 


will take in the spirit in which it is 
intended. No hon. member wiil, of 
course, be prevented from exercising 
his own discretion, but I felt 
it my duty to call the attention of the 

House to the necessity of great prudence 

in not raising needlessly, doubts as to the 
_ terms of the Treaty. It will be remem- 
_ bered that we have not given all our fish- 
_ eries away, the ‘lreaty only applies to the 
fisheries ofthe old Province of Canada, 
_ and in order that the area should not be 
- widened, itis provided that it shall only 
apply to the fisheries of Quebec, Nova 
_ Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward 
Island, so that the ‘'reaty does not allow 
the Americans to have access to the 

Pacific Coast fisheries, nor yet to the inex. 
_haustible and priceless fisheries ot the 
- Hudson’s Bay. hose are great sources of 
_ revenue yet undeveloped, but after the 
‘Treaty is ratified, they will develope 

rapidly, and in twelve years from now when 

the two nations sit down to reconsider the 
_ circumstances, and readjust the Treaty. ix 
_ will be found that other and great wealth 
_ will be at the disposal of the Dominion 


’ 
+ 
i) 
i 


now expressed I am sure the House | 


Il may beasked, though I have not seen 
that the point has excited any observa- 
tion, why were not the products of the 
lake fisheries laid open to both nations, 
and in reply | may say that tuese fisheries 
were excepted at my instanee.The Canadian 
fisheries on the north shores of the great 
lakes are most valuable. By a judicious 
system of preservation and protection 
we have greatly increased that source 
of wealth. It is also known that from 
a concurrence of circumstances and 
from situation the fisheries on the south 
shores are notnearly so valuable as ours, 


, and it therefore appeared that if we once 


allowed the American fishermen to have 
admission to our waters, with their various 
engines of destruction. all the care taken 
for many years to cultivate that source of 
wealth would be disturbed, injured, and 
prejudiced, and there would be no 
end of quarrels and _ dissatisfaction, 
in our narrow waters, and no real reci- 
procity, and therefore, that Canada 
would be much better off by preserving 
her own Inland Lake fisheries to herself, 


| and have no right to enter the American 


market with the products of those fish- 
eries. This wa; the reason why 
the Lake fisheries were not 
included in this arrangement 
Now, Sir, under the present circumstances 
of the case, the Canadian Government have 
decided to press upon this House the po- 
licy ofaccepting this Treaty and ratifying 
the Fishery Articles. I may be liable to 
the charge of injuring our case in 
discussing the advantages of the arrange- 
ment because every word used by me may 
be quoted jand used as evidence against 
us hereafter. The statement ‘is been so 
thrown broadcast that the arrangement 
is a bad one for Canada, that in order to 
show to this House and the country that 
if is one that can be accepted one is 
obliged to run the risk of his language 
being used before the Commissioners to 
settle the amount of compensation as an 
evidence of the value of the Treaty to us. 
It seems to me that in looking at the 
Treaty ia a commercial point of view, and 
looking at the question whether it is right 
to accept the articles, we have to consider 
that interest which is most peculiarly first 
affected. Now unles: | am greatly mis- 
informed the fishing interests with one or 
two exceptions for local reasons, in Nova 
Scotia are altogether in favor of the Treaty 
(hear, hear.) They are anxious to get 
admission of their fish into the Ameri- 
can market; they would view with 
sorrow any action of this House 
which would exclude them from that 
market; they look forward with in- 
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creasing confidence to a large develop- 
* ment of their trade and of that great in- 
dustry, and I say that being the case, if 
it be to the interest of the fishermen and 
for the advantage of that branch of the na- 
tional industry, setting aside all other 
considerations, we ought not wilfully 
toinjure thatinterest. What is the fact 
of the case as it stands now? ‘The only 
market for the Canadian number one 
mackerel in the World is the United 
States. That is their only market and 
they are practically excluded from it by 
the present duty. The consequence of 
that duty is that they are at the mercy of 
the American fishermen ; they are made 
the hewers of wood and drawers of water 
for the Americans. ‘They are obliged to 
sell their fish at the American’s own 
price. The American fishermen purchase 
their fish at anominal value and control 
the American market. The great profits 
of the trade are handed over to the 
American fishermen or the American mer- 
chants engaged in the trade, and they 
profit, to the loss of our own people. Let 
any one go down the St. Lawrence onasum- 
mer trip, as many of us do, snd call from 
the deck of the steamer to a fisherman in 
his boat and see ior what a nominal price 
you can secure the whole of his catch, 
and that is from the absence of a 
market and from the fact of the 
Canadian fisherman being completely 
under the control of the foreigner. 
With the duty oft Canadian fish, the 
Canadian fisherman may send his fish 
at the right time, when he can obtain the 
best price, to the American market, 
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and thus be the means of opening 
a profitable trade with the United 
States, in exchange. If, therefore, 


it is for the advantage of the Mari- 
time Provinces, including that portion 
of Quebec, which is also largely interested 
in the fisheries, that this Treaty should be 
ratified, and that this great market should 
be opened to them, on what ground 
should we deprive them of this right? [s 
it not a selfish argument that the tisheries 
can be used as a lever in order to gain 
reciprocity in flour, wheat and other 
cereals? Are you to shut them off 
from this great market in order that 
you may coerce the United States into 
giving you an extension ot the reciprocal 
principle? Why, Mr. Speaker, if 1t were 
avalid argument, it would be a seifi-h 
one. What would be said by the people 
of Ontario if thie United States had 
offered, for their own purposes, to admi. 
Canadian grains free, aud Nova Scotia had 
objected, saying, ** No. you shall not have 
that market; you must be deprived of 


— How, Sir J, A, Maddowasd. 
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that market for ever, unless we can take 
in our fish also; you must lose all that 
great advantage until we can get a market 
for our fish’? ? Apply the argument in 
this way and you will see how selfish it is. 
But the argument has no foundation, 
no basis of fact, and I will show this 
House how, In 1854, by a strict andrigid — 
observance of the principle of exclusion, 
the American fishermen were driven out 
of those waters. At that time the United 
States were free from debt, and from tax- — 
ation, and they had large capital invested - 
in their fisheries. Our fisheries were then 
in their infancy. They were a “feeble” ~ 
people just beginning a3 fishermen, with 
little capital and little skill, and their 
operations were very restricted. I donot — 
speak disparagingly but in comparison | 
with the fishermen in the United States — 
there was an absence of 
; 


Washington. 


capital and skill. ‘The United States 
were free from taxation, they had this 
capital and skill, and all they wanted was 
our Canadian waters in which to invest | 
that capital and exercise that skill, but how _ 
is it altered now? Our fisheriesare nowno — 
lever by which to obtain Reciprocity in — 
gram. What do the United States care 
for our fisheries ? The American fishermen ~ 
are opposed to the Treaty. Those inters © 
ested in the fisheries are sending petition — 


ment and Congress praying that the © 
Treaty may be rejected. Theysay theydo — 
not want to come into our waters. ‘Ihe © 
United States Government have gone into — 
thig Treaty with every desire to settle all — 
possible sources of difficulty, their fishers — 
men complain that they will suffer by it, — 
but the United States Government desire — 
to meet us face to face, hand to hand, — 
heart to heart, and tohave an amicable — 


settlement of all disputes. They know ~ 
that they are not making political — 
friends or gaining political strength © 


because nearly the whole of the interest 
most affected by the Fishery articles — 
is against the Treaty. But they © 
desire that the ill feelings which arose du- — 
ring the civil war, and from the Alabama 
case, should be forgotten. A feeling of 
friendship has grown up between the na- — 
tions, and it can be no other desire than 
to» foster and encourage that 
feeling which dictates the agreeing © 
to these particular articles. The 
United States Government will simply say — 
—well, if youdo not like these arrange- 
ments reject them—and the consequence 
will be on your own head if this friend- — 
ship so auspiciously commenced is at any 
time broken by unhappy cullisions in your 
waters. 4 fe 
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manner in which I have laid the sub- 
ject before the House so far. | was shew. 
ing as well asI could my opinion, and my 
reasons for that opinion, that under the 
circumstances, the Treaty, although it is 
not what we desired, and although it is not 
what I pressed for, ought to be accept- 
ed. I shall not pursue that branchof the 
subject to greater length, as during the 
discussion of the measure I have no doubt 
that I shall have again an opportunity to 
reurge these and further views on the 
same subject as they may occur to me, or 
as they may be elicited. Ishall however 
eall the serious attention of the House, 
and especially of those members of the 
House who have given attention to tne 
question in dispute as regards the 
validity of the several ‘I'reaties between 
the United States and England, 
to the importance of this Treaty in this 
respect, thatit sets at rest now and for 
ever the disputed question as to whether 
the Conv entionof 1818 was not repealed, 
and obliterated by the ‘lreaty of 1854. 
This question, Mr. Speaker, is one that has 
Occupied the attention of the United 
States Jurists and has been the subs 
ject of serious and elaborate discus- 
sions. From my point of view the pre- 
tension of the United States is errone. 
ous, but it has been pressed, and we 
know the pertinacity with which such 
views are pressed by the United States. 
We havean example in the case of the 


- navigation of the river St. Lawrence, which 


while it was discus3ed from 1822 io 1828, 
and was apparently settled then for ever 
between the two nations, was revived by 
the President of the United States in his 
address of 1870, and the difference be- 
tween the point of view as_ pressed 
in 1828, by the United States 
and that pressed in 1870 
was shewn by the result of the Treaty 
{Hon,. Mr. Blake, ‘hear, hear.’’] 
And, Sir, it was of great importance 
in my point of view that this ques- 


_ tion, which has been so pressed by Ame- 


rican jurists, and considering also the per- 


_ tinacity with which such views are urged, 


Should be set at rest for ever. ‘fhe 
question has been strongly 
put inthe American Law Review of 
April, 1871, in an article understood to have 


been written by Judge Pomeroy, a jurist of 


standing in the United States, and 
that paper, I believe, expresses the real 
Opinion of the writer—erroneous though | 


hold it to be~—-and his candour is shown by 


this fact, as well as from the known 
standing of the man, that in one portion 
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a2? 
1 am afraid I must apologize to; of the article he demolishes ihe 
the House for the uninteresting 


claim of the American fishermen to the 
right to trade in our water. Lle proves 
in an able argument that the 
claim of American fishermen to enter our 
harbors for any purpose other tban 
wood, water, and shelter, is without 
foundation ‘The view taken by thit 
writer and others,—and among others by 
a writer whose name [ do not know, but 
whose papers are very valuable from their 
ability, they appeared in the N. Y. Nation, 
is this: The Treaty of 1783 was a treaty 
of peace, a settlement of boundary, and 
a division of country between two nations, 
The United States contendel that that 
Treaty was in force, and is now in force, 
as it was a treaty respecting boundery, 
and was not abrogated or attected by the 
War of 1812. Under the Treaty of 1783, 
and by the terms of that ‘Treaty, 
the fishermen of the United States 
had the unrestrained right to 
enter into all our waters upto our shores, 
and to every ‘part of Brith North 
America. After 1315 England contended 
that that permission was abrogated by the 
war and was not renewed by the Jreaty of 
Peace of 1814. The two nations were 
thus atissue on that very grave point, 


and those who look back to the 
history of that day will find 
that the difference on that point 


threatened the renewal of war, and it was 
only settled by the compromise known 2s 
the. Vonvention of 1S18, by which the 
claim of the Americans to fish within 
three miles of our shores, was renounced, 
The argument, is however, of a nature too 
technical to be of interest to the Ilouse, 
and requires to be very carefully 
studied betore it can be understood, 
I will not therefore trouble’ the 
House with that argument but I will 
read one or two pass ges to shew the gen 
eral statement of the case. 

‘‘We shall now enquire whether the 
‘convention of 1818, is an existing com. 
“pact, and if not, what are the rights of 
‘* American fishermen under the treaty of 
‘‘ peace of 1783.” 

*‘ Since the expiration of the reciprocity 
treaty in 1866, the British Gover: ment, 
‘‘ both at home and in the provinces, has, 
‘‘in its statutes,its official instructious,and 
‘its diplomatic corresp ndence, quietly 
‘‘assumed that the convention of 1818 is 
‘again operative inallits provisions. That 
‘‘the State Depsrtmert at Washington 
‘* should by its silence have admitted the 
‘¢ correctness of this assumption, which is 
‘equally opposed to principle and to au- 
‘¢thority,is remarkable. We shall maintain 
‘the proposition that the treaty of peace of 
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*s 1783 is now in full force, that all limita- 
‘tions upon its efticiency have been re- 
‘s moved, and that it is the only source 
“ and foundation of Americ .n fishing rights 
‘within the North Eas‘ern Territorial 
‘‘ waters. In pursuing the discussion we 
“shall show, first, that the renunciatory 
‘¢ clauses of the convention of I818 have 
‘¢ been removed ; and secondly, thatarticle 
‘Itf of the Trea'y of 1783 thus left tree 
‘‘ trom the restrictions of the subsequent 
‘‘ compact, was notabrogated by the war of 
1812.” 

‘The writer thus concludes : 

“ Article IIL of the l'reaty of 1783 is 
‘‘ therefore in the nature of an executed 
‘ grant. It created and conferred at one 
‘¢ blow rights of property, perfect in their 
‘¢nature, and as permanentas the domin- 
‘¢ jon over the national soil. These rights 
‘are held by the inhabitants of the United 
‘¢ States, and are to he exercised in British 
‘¢ territorial waters. Unattectea by the war 
‘‘ of 1812, they still exist in full force snd 
‘‘ vigor. Under the provisions of this 
‘Treaty, American citizens are now 
‘‘ entiiled to tike ti-h on such parts of 
“« the coists of Newfouadland as British 
‘¢‘ fishermen use, and also on all the coasts, 
‘+ bays, and creeks, of all other His Bri- 
‘tannic Majesty’s dominions in America, 
‘© and to dry and cure fish in »ny of the 
- & unsettled bays, harbours. and creeks of 
‘“ Nova scotia, the Magdalen Islands and 
** Labrador. 

‘¢ {he final conclusion thus reached is 
“ sustained by principle and by authority. 
‘* We submit that it should be adopted by 
“‘ the Government of the United States, 
‘‘and made the basis of any further nego- 
“¢ tiations with Great Britain.” 

I quote th’s for the purpose of shewing 
that the preteusion was formally set up 
and elaborated by jurists of no mean 
standing or reputation, and therefore it 
is one of the merits of this Treaty that 1t 
forever sets the dispute at rest. The 
writers on this subject, the very writers 
of whom I have spoken, admit that under 
this treaty the cl-im is gene,  be- 
cause it is a formal admission by the 
United States Government that under the 
convention of 1818, we had on the 
8th of May, 1871, the property in these 
inshore fisheries, and this was so admitted 
after the question had been raised 
in the United States, that the ratifica- 
tion 


of the treaty of 1854 was 
equal in its effect to an_ sxbroga- 
tion of the convention of IJ8I18. They 


agree by this treaty..co buy their entry 
into our waters, and this is the strongest 


e no longer maintained. 


dow. Sir J. A. Maodonald. 
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pyenible proof that their argument could | than it would enter into the minds of — 
Just | the English to close the ports of London — 
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as the payment of rent by a tenant 
is the strongest proof of his admis- 
sion of the right of the landlord, sois the 
agreement to pay to Canada a fair sum as 
an equivalent for the use of our fisheries, 
an acknowledgment of the permanent 
continuance of our right. So much, sir for 
that portion of the treaty which affects the 
fisheries. I alluded a minnte ago to the 
Sc. Lawrence. The surrender of the free 
navigation of the River St. Lawrence in its 
nitural state, was resisted by England up 
to 1828. ‘The claim was renewed by the 
present Government of the United States, 
and asserted in a message to Congress by 
the present President of the United 
States. Her Majesty’s Government in the 
instructions sent to Her Commissioners 
took the power and responsibility of this 
matter into her own hands. It was a 
matter which we could not control. Being 
a matter of boundary between two nations, 
and affecting a river which forms the 
boundary between the limits of the Em- 
pire and the limits of the United States, 
it is solely within the control of Her 
Majesty’s Government, and in the in- 
structions to the plenipotentiaries this lan- 
guage was used: ‘‘ Her Majesty’s Gov- 
‘‘ernment are now willing to grant the ~ 
‘‘ free navigation of the St. Lawrence to _ 
‘‘ the citizens of the United States on the 
‘(same conditions and tolls imposed on 
‘‘ British subjects.” Ineed not say, sir, — 
that as a matter of sentiment I regretted 
this, but it was a matter of sentiment 
only. However, there could be no prac- 
tical good to Canada in resisting the con- 
cession, and there was no possible evil in- 
flicted on Canada by the concession of the _ 
privilege of navigating that small piece of — 
broken water between St. Regis and 

Montreal. In no way could it affect pre- 
judicially the interest of Canada, her — 
trade, or her commerce. Without the — 
use of our canals the river was useless. — 
Up to Montreal the St. Lawrence is open 
not only to the vessels of the United 
States, but to the vessels of the world, — 
Canada courts the trade and the shipsofthe — 
world, and it would have been most ~ 
absurd to suppose that the ports of Que- _ 
bec and Montreal should be closed to — 
American shipping. No greater evidence — 
short of actual war can be adduced 
of unfriendly relctions than the 
fact of the ports of acountry being closed 
to the commerce of another. It never — 
entered into the minds of any that our — 
ports should be closed to the trade of — 
the world in general, or the 
United States in particular, no more 
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or Liverpeol—-those ports whither the 
flags of every nation are invited and wel. 
comed (cheers). From the source of the 


St. Lawrence to St. Regis the United 


States are part owners of the banks of the 
river, and by a well-known principle o! 
international law the water flowing be- 


_. tween the two banks is common to both, 


_ Dominion (cheers). 


and not only is that a principle of law, 
but it is a matter of actual treaty. The only 
question then was whether, as the Ameri- 
can people had set their hearts upon it. 
and as it could dono harm to Canada or 
to England, it would not be well to set 
this question at rest with the others, and 
make the concession. ‘his was the line 
taken by Her Majesty’s Government, and 
which they had a right to take; and when 
some one writes my biography—it I am 
ever thought worthy of having such an 
interesting document prepared — and 
when, as a matter of history, the questions 
connected with this treaty are upheld, it 
will be found that upon this, ag well upon 
every other point, [ did all I could to 
protect the rights and claims of the 
Now, sir, with 


( respect to the right itself, I would call 


use. 


the attention of the House to the 
remarks of a distinguished English jurist 
upon the point. I have read from the 
work of an American jurist, and I will now 
read some remarks of Mr. Phillimore, a 


_ standard English writer on International 


law. What | am about to read was 


_ written under the idea that the Americans 


were claiming what would be of practical 
use to them. He was not aware that the 


difficulties of navigation were such that 


the concession would ‘be of no practical 
He writes as follows:— _ 

“Great Britain possessed the northern 
‘ shores of the lakes, and of the river in 


pie its whole extent to the sea, and also the 
‘southern bank of the river from the 


“Jatitude forty five degrees north toits 
“mouth. The United States possessed 
“ the southern shores of the lakes, and of 


“the St. Lawrence, to the point where 


“their northern boundary touched the 


_ the river. These two governments were 


“therefore placed pretty much in the 
“ same attitude towards each other, with 
‘respect to the navigation of the St. Law- 
“rence, as the United States and Spain 
‘bad been in with respect to the naviga— 
* tion of the Mississippi, before the ac- 
-“ quisitions of Louisiana and Florida. 
“The argument on the part of the 
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‘and contended that, in the case of that 
‘‘ river, the fact of the banks hiving been 
“the crertion of atificial labour was 
‘a much strouger reason, than could be 
‘‘ said to exist in the case of the Missis.- 
“ sippi for closing the mouths of the sex 
‘‘ adjoining the Dutch Canals of the Sag 
‘and the Swin, and that this peculiarity 
“probably caused the insertion of the 
‘¢ stipulation in the Treaty of Westphalia ; 
‘ that the case of the St. Lawrence differ- 
‘‘ed materiaily from that of the Scheldt, 
‘Cand fell directly under the principle of 
‘* free navigation enbodied in the Yreaty 
‘sof Vienna respecting the Rhine, the 
‘‘ Neckar, the Mayne, the Moselle, the 
‘* Meuse, and the Scheldt. But especially 
‘it was urged, and with a force which it 
‘¢ must have been difficulnto purry, that 
‘‘ the present claim of the United. Stateg 
** with respect to the navigation of the 
‘* Sct. Lawirencé, was precisely of the same 
* nature as that which Gregt Britain had 
‘** put forward with respect to the navigas 
** tion of the Mississippi when the mouth 
‘Cand lower shores of that river ‘vere in 
‘¢ the possession of another State, and of 
‘‘ which claim Great Britain had procured 
‘‘ the recognition by the ‘treaty of Paris 
‘Sin 1763. 

‘* The principle argument contained in 
** the reply of Great Britain was, that the 
* liberty of passage by one nation through 
‘¢ the dominions of another was, according 
“to the doctrine of the most eminent 
‘‘writers upon International Law, 
‘a qualified occasional exception 
‘to the paramount rights of property ; 
‘* that it was what these writers called an 
‘imperfect, and nota perfect right; that 
‘‘ the Tieaty of Vienna did not sanction 
‘tris notion of a natural 1ight to the tree 
‘* passage over rivers, but, On the contrary, 
‘* the inference was that, not being a nas 
‘‘ tural right, it required to be established 
‘ by a convention ; that the right of pas- 
** sage once conceded must hold good tor 
‘‘ other purposes besides those of trade in 
‘‘ peace, for hosti’e purposes in time of 
‘Swar; that the United States could not 
‘‘consistently urge their claim on 
‘* principle without being prepared to 
‘Capply thit principle by way ot recipro- 
‘* citv, infavor of Hiitish subjects, to the 
‘ navigation of the Mississippi and the 
Hudson, to which access might be had 
«+ from Canada by lind carriage or by the 
‘ canals of New York and Ohio. 

‘The United States replied, that prac. 
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“United States was much the same as | “ tically the St. Lawrence was a strait, and 


‘that which they hid employed with re- 


“spect to the navigation of the Missis- | 


| 


“sippi. They referred to the dispute 
“ about the opening of the Sche dt in 1784, 


{ 66 
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was subject to the same principles of 
“law; and that as straits are accessory 
‘to the seas which they unite and 
‘‘ therefore the right of navigating them 
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‘ig common to all nations, so the &t. 
‘‘ Lawrence connects with the ocean those 
‘¢ great inland lakes, on the shores of 
‘¢ which the subjects of the United States 
“ and Great Britain both dwell; and, on 
‘¢ the same principle, the natural link of 
‘ the river, hke the natural link of the 
‘ strait, must be equally available for the 
‘¢ purposes of passage by both. The pas- 
‘6 sage over lind, which was always press- 
‘ing upon the minds of the writers on 
‘¢ International Law, is intrinsically differ- 
“ent froma passage over water; in the 
s¢ Jatter instance, no detriment or incon. 
** venience can be sustained by the coun- 
“ try to whichit belongs. The track of 
‘¢ the ship is effaced as soon as made; the 
“ track of an army may leave serious and 
‘lasting injury behind. The United 
*¢ States would not ‘shrink’ from the ap< 
‘‘ plication of the analogy with respect to 
‘‘ the navigation of the Mississippi, and 
‘¢ whenever a connection was effected be- 
‘* tween it and Upper Canada, similar 10 
“that existing between the United States 
‘and the St. Lawrence,the same principle 
should be applied. It was, however. 
‘to ne recollecied, that the case of rivers 
*‘ which both rise and disembogue them- 
** selves within the limits of the same 
‘nation is very distinguishable, upon 
‘‘ principle, from that of rivers which, 
“ having their sources and navigable por- 
tions of their stieams in States above, 
*¢ discharge themselves within the limits 
“ of other States below. 

‘* Lastly, the fact, that the free naviga. 
* tion of rivers had been made a matter 
** of convention did not disprove that this 
* navigation was a matter of natural ri, ht 
‘“‘restored to its proper position by 
‘6 Treaty. ; 

“The result of this controversy has 
‘‘ hitherto produced no effect. Great 
* Britain has maintained her exclusive 
‘right. The United States still remain 
‘‘deburred from the use of this great 
‘ highway, and are not permitted to carry 
“ over it the produce of the vast and rich 
‘territories which border on the lakes 
‘above to the Atlantic ocean, 

‘* [t seems diilicult to deny that Great 
“ Biitain may ground her refusal upon 
‘‘ strict law; but itis at least equally diffi. 
‘cult to deny, first, that in so doing she 
‘‘ exercises harshly an exireme and hard 
‘‘ law; secondly, that her conduct with re- 
spect to the navigation of the St. Law- 
“reuce is in glaring and discreditable incon- 
“sistency with her conduct with respect 
“to the navigation of the Mississippi. On 
*‘ the ground that she possessed a small 
** tract of domain in which the Mississippi 
** took its rise, she insisted on her right to 
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“ navigate the entire volume of its waters ; 
‘Son the ground that she possesses both 
‘¢ banks of the St. Lawrence where it: dis- 
‘‘ embogues itself into the sea, she denies 
‘“ to the United States the right of naviga— 
‘gation though about one half of the 
‘‘waters of lakes Ontario, Erie, Huron and 

‘¢ Superior, and the whole of Lake Michi. 

‘‘ gan through which the river flows, are — 
‘¢ the property of the United States. 

‘* An English writer upon International 
‘¢ Law caunot but express a hope, that this 
‘« summum jus, Which in this case approachx 
‘‘es to summa injuria may be voluntarily 
‘‘abandoned by bis country. Since the 
‘ late revolution in the South American 
‘¢ Provinces, by which the dominion of 
‘‘ Rosas was overthrown, there appears to — 
‘‘ be good reason to hope that the States 
‘© of Paraguay, Bolivia, Buenos Ayres, and — 
‘« Brazil, will open the River Parana, to the © 
‘navigation of the world ”’ | 
On reading a report of a speech ot my 

hon, friend the member for Lambton on ~ 
this subject—a very able and interesting © 
speech, if he will allow me so to character. | 
ize 1t—I find that in speaking of the nayi- — 
gation of Lake Michigan, he stated that — 
that lake was as much » portion of the — 
St. Lawrence as the river itself. I do not 
know under what principle my hon. friend 
made that statement, but those inland 
seas are seas as much as the Black Sea is 
aseaand nota river. The lake is en- — 
closed on all sides by the United States ~ 
‘erritory; no portion of its shores belongs — 
to Canada, and England has no right by © 
International law to claim its navigation. 
Sir, she never has claimed it, for if my _ 
hon. friend will look into the matter, he — 
will find that these great lakes have ever 
been treated as inland seas, and as far’ as — 
magnitude is concerned, are worthy of 
being so treated. Although Her Majesty’s — 
Commissioners pressed that the naviga-— 
tion of Lake Michigan should be granted — 
as an equivalent for the navigation of the — 
St. Lawrence, the argument could not be — 
based on the same footing, and we did 
not and could not pretend to have the 
same grounds. It 1s, however, of little 
motrient whether Canada has a grant by © 
treaty of the free navigation of Lake © 
Michigan or not, for the cities on the 
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to have their ports closed, and there is no 
fear in the world of our vessels being — 
excluded from those ports. The Western 

Sta es, and especially those bordering on 
the Great Lakes, would resist this to the 
death. I would like to see a Congress 
that would venture to close the ports 
of Lake Michigan to the shipping of 
England, or of Canada, or of the world 
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The small portion of the St. Lawrence 
which lies between the two points I 
have mentioned would be of no use, as 


\ 


? 


he 


‘ there is no advantage to be obtained 
_ therefrom as a lever to obtain reciprocity. 
_ Hon Mr. MACKENZIE: Hear, hear. 


Hon. Sr JOHN A MACDONALD: My 
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hon. friend says “Hear, hear,” but I will 
tell him that the only lever for the ob- 
taining of reciprocity i» the sole control 
of our canals. So long as we have the 
_ control of these canals we are the masters, 
and can do just as we please. American 

vessels cn the down trip can run the 
rapids, if they get a strong Indian tosteer, 
but they will never come back «gain unless 
Canada chooses, (hear.) ‘The keel drives 
through those waters and then the mark 
_ disappears forever, and that,vessel will be 
forever absent from the place that once 
knew it unless by the consent of Canada. 
Therefore as I pointed out before the 
‘recess as we had no _ lever in 
our fisheries, to get Reciprocity, so 
we had none in the navigtion of the 
St. Lawrence in its n‘tural course. ‘The 
_ real substantial means to obtain recipro. 
cal trade with the United States is in 
the canals, and is expressly stated 
in the Treaty; and when the treaty 
in clause 27 which relates to the canals 
_ uses the words— ‘'The Government of Her 
Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon 
_ the Government of the Dominion of Cana. 
_ da to secure to the citizens of the United 
States the use of the Wellend and St. 
_ Lawrence,and other c.nalsin the Dominion 
on terms of equality, &.,” it contains an 
admission by the United States, and it is 
of some advantage to have that admission, 
that the canals are our own property, 
_ which we cin open to the United States as 
We please. The reason why this admission 
is important is this; article 26 provides 
_ that. « the navigation of the River St. 
Lawrence ascending and descending from 
the 45th parallel of north latitude where 
it ceases to form the boundary between 
_ the two countries from to and into the sea 
shall forever remain free and open for the 
purposes of commerce to the citizens of 
the United States, subject to any laws and 
Yegulations of Great Britain or of the 
Dominion of Canada, not inconsistent 
With such privileges of free navigation,” 
Therefore lest it might be argued that as 
at the time the treaty was made it was 
Known thit for the purpose of ascent the 
Tiver couJd not be overcome in its natural 
Course, the provision granting the right 
Of ascent must be held to incluie the 
havigation of the Canals, through which 
alone the ascent could be made. And so 
the next clause provides and specifies 
‘that these canals are specially within the 
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control of Canada and the Canadian Goy- 
ernment, and prevents any inference 
being drawn from the language of the 
preceding article. I know, sir that there 
has been in some of the newspapers a 
sneer cast upon the latter paragraph of 
that article which gives the United States 
the free use of the St. Lawrence, —1 refer 
to that part of the article which gives to 
Canadians the free navigation of the'rivers 
Yukon, forcupine and Stikine. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZI[E— Hear, hear. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—My 
hon. friend again says ‘“ hear, hear.’’ I 
hope that he will hear, and perhaps he 
will hear something he does not know, 
(hear, hear.) I may tell my hon friend 
that the navigation of the River Yukon 
is a growing trade, and that the Americans 
are now sending vessels and are fitting out 
steamers for the navigation of the Yukon. 
I will tell my hon. friend that at this mo- 
ment United States vessels are going up 
that river and are underselling the Hud- 
son’s Biy people in their own country, 
(hear, hear), and it is a matter of the very 
greatest importance to the Western coun- 
try that the navigation of these rivers 


-should be open to the commerce of Bri- 


tish subjects, and that access should be 
had by means of these rivers, so that there 
is no necessity at all for the ironical cheer 
of my hon. friend. Sir, lam not unaware 
that under an old treaty entered into be- 
tween Russia and England the former 
granted to the latter the free navigation 
of these streams, and for the free naviga- 
tion of ali the streams in Alaska. But that 
was a tréaty between Russia and England, 
and although it may be argued, and 
would be argued by England, that when 
the United States took that country from 
Russia it took it with all its obligations ; 
yet, Mr. Speaker, there are two sides to 
that question. The United states, I ven- 
ture tosay, would hang an argument upon 
it, and [ can only tell my hon. friend that 
the officers of the United States have 
exercised authority in the way of pro- 
hibition cr obstruction, and have offered 
the pretext that that was a matter which 
had been settled between Russia and 
England, that the United States now had 
that country, and would deal with it as , 
they chose, and therefore, as this was a 
treaty to settle all old questions, and not to 
raise new ones, it was well that the free na- 
vigation of the rivers I have mentioned, 
should be settled at once between Eng- 
lind and the United States, as before it 
had been between England and Russia. Be- 
fore leaving the question of the St. Law- 
rence, I will make one remark, and will 
then proceed to another topic, and that 
is, that the article in question does not in 
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any way hand over or divide any 
proprietary rights on the River 
St. Lawrence, or give any _ sove- 
reignty over it, or confer any 
right whatever, except thit of free 
navigation. Both banks’ belong to 
Canada—the management, the regula. 


tion, the tolls, the improvement, all 
belong to Canada. The only stipulation 
made in the Treaty is that the United 
States vessels may use the St. Lawrence 
on as free terms as those of Canadian 
subjects. It is not a transfer of territorial 
rights—it is simply a permission to navi- 
gate the river by American vessels, that 
the navigation shall ever remiin free and 
open for the purpose of commerce (and 
only for the purpose of commerce) ‘to 
‘- citizens of the United States, subject to 
“any laws and regulations of Great 
‘‘ Britain, or of the Dominion of Canada, 
“not inconsistent with the privilege of 
‘free navigation.’”” Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I shall allude to one of the subjects in- 
cluded in the Treaty, which relate to the 
navigation of our waters, although it was not 
contemplated in the instructions given to 
the British Commissione:s by Her Majesty’s 


Government, in fact the subject was 
scarcely known in England, and 
that is whit is known’ as_ the 


St. Clair Flats question. It is known that 
the waters of the River St. Clair and the 
waters of Lake St. Clair divide the two 
countries, that ‘he boundary line which di- 
vides them is provided by treity, that the 
Treaty of 1842 provides that all .the 
channels and passages between the 
islands lyng near the j inction of the River 
St. Claie with the Lake, shall be equally 
free to both nations, so that all those 
channels were made common to both na- 
tions, and are so now. Canada has made 


approriations fir the purpose of 
improvement of these waters. There 
were alsO appropriitions made — I 


forget whether by the United States or by 
the State of Michigan, or by private indi- 
viduals—for the purpose of improving the 
waters, and the United States made a 
canal in and through the St. Clair fats. 
The question then arose whether that 
canal was in Canadian territory or within 
that of the United Stites. 1 have no 
doust that the enginecring officers ap 


the site of the cinal, and io construct it, 
acted in good faith in choosing the site, 
believing thatit wis in the United States, 
and from all [ cin learn, subsequent obser 
vations proved that to be the case. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE: Hear, hear. 

Hon. Sr JOAN A. MACDUNALD:; My 
hon. friend says *¢ Hear, hear,” and I have 
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pointed by the United States to choose | ten years mentioned with reference to 
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no doubt he will give us an argument, and 
an able one, too, as he is quite competent 
to do, to show that under the Treaty this 
eapal isin Canada, An argument might 
be founded in favor of that view from the 
language of the report of the International 
Commissioners appointed to determine 
the boundary between the two countries, 
that is, if we looked at the language alone 
and combined with that language the evi- 
denice of those accustomed of old to navi— 
gate these waters. I admit that an argument 
might be based on the language of the 
report wnen it speaks of the 
old ship channel, and that the evidence 
and statements that have been made as: 
to the position of that channel, might 
have left it a matter of doubt whether the 
canal or a p rtion of it was within the 
boundary of Canada, but the Commissioners 
not only made a report, but they added 
toit amap, to which they placed their 
signatures, and any one reading the report: 
with the map and holding the map as a 
portion of the report, will see that this: 
canal is in the United States. It might, 
but for the Treaty of Washington, have. 
been unfortunate that it is so because it 
might, perhaps, have impeded the navi~. 
gation of the flats by Canadian vessels. 


But the question is whether, under the old 
treaty. and the report and may made = acx 
cording to its provisions [which report and 
map form, in tact, a por.ion of such treaty] 
the enal is within the United States” 
boundary or not. When the point 
was raised that the map was inconsistent 
with tue report, Her Majesty's Government — 
I have no doubt under the advice of Her 
\Majesty’s legal advisers, said it was a point 
that would not admit of argumert, 
that the two must be taken together 
and that the map explained and defined 
the meaning of the language of the report — 
But sir, “out of the nettle danger we pluck } 
the flower safety.’ The House will see | 
by looking at the clause [referred to, that” 
it is a matter of no consequence whether 
the canalis in the United States or Cana- 
da, because for all time to come that canal 
is to be used by the people of Canada on” 
equal terms with the people of the United 
States. In the speech of my hon. friend ~ 
to which I have referred, that canal he 
siys is only secured to Canada during the 


the fishery articles of the treaty. I say it 
fs secured for all time, just as the naviga-— 
tion of the St. Lawrence is given for all 
time. The United states have gone to 
the expense of building the canu, and now 
we have tie free use of it. If the United 
S:ates put on a toll there we pay no greater 
toll than United States citizens, and il 
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” of the first and last advantage to the 
commerce of both nations that the deep- 
ening of these channels should be gone 
on with; and I can tell my hon. friend, 
moreover, that in this present Congress 
there is a measure to spend a large addi- 
tional sum of money on this canai out of 
the revenues of the United States for that 
‘object. ‘*o much for the St. Clair Flats. 
Now, sir, as to some of the* advantages io 
be gained by the Treaty, I would call the 
attention of the House to the 29th article, 
which ensures for the whole 
of the existence of the Treaty, for twelve 
years at least, the continuance of ‘the 
bonding system,’’ We know how valuable 
that has been to us, how valuable during 
the winter months when we are deprived 
of the use of our own seaports on the St. 
Lawrence. The fact that the American press 
has occasionally called for the abolition of 
the system is a proof of the boon which 
they considered it tobe. They have said 
at times when they thought an unfriendly 
feeling existed towards them in Canada, 
that if Canadians would be so bumptious. 
they should be deprived of this 
‘system, and allowed to1emrin cooped up 
in their frozen country. If the United 
States should ever commit the folly of in- 
juring their carrying trade by adopting a 
hostile policy in that respect, and ihey 
have occasionally, as we know, adopted a 
policy towards us adverse to their 
commercial interest they could have done 
80 before this Treaty was ratitied—they 
cannot dosonow. For twelve years we 
have a right to the bonding system from 
he United States over all their avenues 
ot trade, and long before that’time ex- 
Pires, I hope we shall have the C nadian 
Pacific Railway reaching to the Pacific 
Ucean, and with the Intercolonial Railway 
Teaching to Halifax, we shall have an un- 
interrupted line from one seaboard to the 
Other (cheers), This is one of the sub 
stantial advantages that Canada has gained 
by this Treaty. Then, sir, the 30th article 
conveys a most valuable privilege to 
a railways of Canada that are 
Tunning from one _ part of the 
country to another, and | must take the 
Occasion to say that if this has been 
pressed upon the consideration of the 
American Government ani American 
Commissioners at Washington, during the 
negotiation, much of the merit is due to 
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Mer 
ritt), He it was who supplied me with 
the facts, he it was who calied attention to 
tae great wrong to our trade by the Act of 
1866, and impressed by him with the great 
importance of the subject, 1 was enabled 
to urge the adoptiun of this article and to 
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have it made a portion of the treaty, Now 
sir, that this is of importance, you can see 
by reading the Buffalo papers. Sometime 
ago they were crying out that the entrance 
had been made by this wed ge which was to 
ruin their coasting trade,and that the whole 
coasting trade of the lakes was being hand- 
ed over to Canada. Under this clause if we 
choose to accept it, Canadiin vessels can 
go to Chicago, can take American produce 
from American ports, and can carry it to 
Windsor or Collingwood, or the Welland 
Railway. ‘lhat sime American produce 


can be sent in bond from those and other 


points along our Railways, giving 
the traffic to our vessels by water and our - 
railwoys by land, to Lake Ontario, and can 
then be reshipped by Canadian vessels to 
Oswego, Ogdensburgh, or Rochester, or 


ther American ports; so that this 
clause gives us in some degree a 
relaxation of the extreme, almost 


harsh exclusive coasting system of the Uni- 
ted States (hear.) and I am guite sure 
that in this age of railways and when the 
votes and proceedings show that so many 
new Railway undertakings are about: to 
start this will prove a substantial improve. 
ment on the former state of aftairs. 
There is a provision that if, in the 
exercise of our discretion, we choose to 
put « differential scale of tolls on Ameri- 
can vesscls passing through our canals, 
and if New Bruaswick should continue her 
export duties on lumber passing down the 
river St. Join, the United States may with- 
draw trom this arrangement so that it wiil 
be hereafter, if the treaty be adopted, and 
this act passed, a matter for the consider. 
ation of the Government of Canada in the 
first place, and of the legisisiure in the 
next, to determine whether it 1s expedi- 
ent for them to take advantage of this 
boon that is offered to them. As to the 
expediency of their doing so, I have no 
doubt, and I have no doubt Parliament 
will eagerly seek to gain and establish 
those rights for our ships and railways, 
(hear, hear.) The only other subject of 
peculiar interest to Canadain connection 
with the treatv—the whole of it of course 
is interesting to Canada as a part of the 
Empire, but speaking of Canada as such 
and of the interest taken in the treaty 
locally—the only other sudject is the man- 
ner of disposing of the San Juan boundary 
question. That 1s settled in a way that 
no one can object to. I do not know 
whether many hon. members have ever 
studied that question. It is a most interr 
esting one, ani has long been a cause of 
controversy between the two countries, [I 
am bound to uphold, and I do uphold, the 
British view respecting the channel which 
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forms the boundary as the correct one. 
The United States Government were, [ 
believe, as sincerely convinced of the 
justice of their owncase. Both believed 
they were in the right, both were firmly 
grounded in that opinion ; and such being 
the case there was only one way of it, and 
that, was to leave it to be settled by im< 
partial arbitration. I think the House will 
admit that no more distinguished arbiter 
could have been selected than the “mper-. 
or of Germany. In the examination and 
decision of the question he will have the 
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assistance of as able and eminent jurists as 


any in the world, for there is no wherea 
more distinguished body than the jurists 
of Germany, who are especially familiar 
with the principles and practice of inter- 
national law. Whatever the decision may 
be, whether for England or against it, you 
may be satisfied that you will get a most 
learned and careful judgment nm the mit- 
ter, to which we must bowif it is against 
us, and to which J am sure the United 
States will bow if it is against them 
(hear, hear) I think, Sir, I have now 
gone through all the articles of interest 
connected with Canada, I shall now allude 
to one omission from it and then I shill 
have done; and that is the omission of 
all allusion to the settlement of the 
‘Fenian claims. That Canada was deeply 
wronged by those outrages known as the 
Fenian raids is indisputable. England 
has admitted it and we all feelit We 
felt deeply grieved when those raids were 
committed, and the belief was general in 


which I must say I share that sufficient vigi- | right to an indemnity. The Canadian 
lance, and due diligence were not exercised | Government caretully avoided by any 


by the American Government to prevent 
the organization within their territory of 
bands of armed men openly hostile toa 
peaceful country, and to put an end to 
incursions by men who carried war over 
our borders, slew our people and 
destroyed our property. I1t was therefore 
proper for us to press upon England to 
seek compensation at tne hinds of the 


American Government for these great. 


wrongs. As a consequence of our posi- 
tion as a dependency we could only do 
it through England. We had no ineans 


or authority to do it directly ourselves ; | 


case 
and 


and consequently we urged our 
upon the attenticn of England, 


she consented to open negotiations 
with the United States upon the sub- 
ject. In the instructions it is stated 
that Canada had been invited to 


send in a statement of her claims to Eng- 
land and that it had net done so; and [ 
dare say it will be charzed—indced, I 
have seen it so stited in some of the news- 
papers—that that was an instance of Can- 
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| protocols will show the result of the de- 
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adian neglect. Now, it is not an instance 
of Canadian neglect, but an instance of | 
Canadian caution, (hear, hear.) Canada 
hid a right to press for the payment 


‘of those claims whatever the amount; 


for all the money spent to repel those— 
insursions had heen taken out of the public 
treasury of Canada and had to be raised 
by the taxation of the country. Not only 
had they right to press for that amount, 
but every individual Canadian who sutfter. 
ed in person or property because of those 
raids had a right to compensation, — 
It was not for Canada, however, to put a 
limit to those claims, and to state what 
amount of money would be con- 
sidered as a _ satisfactory  liquida- 
tion of them. It has _ never 
been the case, when commissions have— 
been appointed for the settlement 
of such claims to hand in those claims_ 
in detail before the sitting of the commis. 
sion. What Canada pressed for was that 
the principle should be established, that 
the demand should be made by England 
upon the United States, that that demand” 
should be acquiesced in, that the question. 
of damages should be referred to a tribunal 
like that now sitting at Washington for 
the investigation of claims connected with 
the civil war in the South, that time should 
be given within which the Canadian Gov- 
ernment as a Government and every indi- 
vidual Canadian who suffered by those 
outrages should have an opportunity of 
filing their cliims, of putting in an account 
and of offering proof to establish their 


statement of their views the placing of a 
limit upon those claims in advance of exa- 
mination by such a commission; andl 
think the House and country will agree 
that we acted with cue discretion in that 
respect, (hear, hear). Now, one of the 
mand for indemnity. The demand was made 
by the British Commissioners that tkis 
question should be discussed and const 
dered by the commission, but the United 
States Commissioners’ objected, taking the 
ground that the consideration of these 
claims was not included in the correspon- 
dence and reference. Jn doing that they 
took the same ground that my hon. frien@ 
the member for Sherbrooke, with his usua 
acuteness and appreciation of the value 0 
languxge, took when the matter was dis 
cussed in this House before my depar- 
ture for Washington. He said then thé 
he greatly doubted whether under t 
correspondence which led to the appoiu 
ment of the High Commission it cou:d 
held that the Fenian claims were to 
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considered ; and although my hon. friend 
the Minister of Militia thought it might 
fairly be held that those claims were inclu- 
ded, I myself could not help feeling the 
strength of the argument advanced by 
the _hon. member tor Sher- 
brooke, and I stated atthe time that 
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i objection which he pointed out, The 
American Commissioners, as the event 
proved, raised that objection, maintaining 
that the point was not included in the cor- 
_ Fespondence in which thesubjects of deli- 
_ beration were stated, and when it was pro- 
_ posed to them by the British Commission- 
_ ers, the American Commissioners declined 
_ to ask their Government for fresh instruct- 
_ ions to enlarge the scope of their duty in 
_ that respect. Now, we could not help that. 
_ There was the correspondence to speak 
’ for itself, and it was matter of considerable 
_ doubt whether those claims were included 
in it, ‘The British ambassador represent- 
ed that he had always thought that the 
_ correspondence did include them; and he 
_ was struck with surprise —perhaps I ought 
not to say surprise, for that was not the 
expression he used—but he was certainly 
under the impression that it had been 
regarded by all parties that they were cov- 
ered by the correspondence. Still, let 
any one read those letters, and he will 
find it is very doubtful. As it was doubt- 
ful, and as objection was raised on that 
ground, the British Commissioners had 
no power to compel the American Com- 
Missioners to determine the doubt in their 
favor, and force these claims upon their 
consideration. The consequence was 
‘that they were omitted from the deli. 
berations of the Commission. Whose 
fault was that? Certainly not ours. It 
jwas the fault of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
nt in not demanding in clear lan guage, 
‘terms which could not-ve misunder. 
od, that the investigation of these claims 
ould be one of the matters dealt with by 
Commission (hear, hear). It was a 
eat disappointment to my colleagues in 
Canada, ‘tat the objection was taken, and 
that all ‘lope of getting redress for the 
ury done by those Fenian raids was de- 
oyed so far as the Commission at Wash- 
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e defective language of the corresponds 
ence ancl the defective nature of the sub- 
ssion to the Commissioners. Now, 
Englanci was responsible for that error. 
‘England had proinised to make the de- 
mand, .nd England had failed to make 
t. Not only that, but Her Majesty’s Go- 
ernment took the responsibility of with- 
rawin the claims altogether, and Mr. 


Gladsidne fully assumed all the ‘Tespon- 
| 23 


{May 


‘Ithought there was great weight ia the 


ton was concerned, in consequence of | 
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sibility of this step, and relieved the Ca- 
nadian Government from any share in it, 
when he stated openly in the House of 
Commons that the Imperial Government 
had seen tit to withdraw the cliims, but 
that they had done so with: great reluc- 
tance and sorrow for the manner in which 
Canada had been treated. Canada, there- 
fore, had every right to Jook to England 
for that satisfaction which she faile1 to 
receive through the inadequacy of the 
correspondence to cover the question, 
England, by taking the responsibility of 
declining to push the claims put herself 
in the position of the United States. and 
we had a fair and reasonable right to look 
to her to assume the responsibility of 
settling them. She did not decline that res- 
ponsibility, and the consequence has been 
that although we failed to obtain redress 
from the United States for those wrongs, 
we have had an Opportunity of securing 
compensation from tagland, which would 
not have been offered to us if it had 
not been for the steps taken by this 
Government [hear, hear]. But, sir, we 
are told that it is agreat humiliation for 
Canada to take this money, Or ravher this 
money’s-worth. Why, itisourdue, Weare 
entitled to it, and we wust have it from 
some one. Kngland refused to ask it for 
us from the United States, and she accept. 
ed all the reponsivility which that retusal 
involved, She was wise in accepting that 
responsibility ; she must take the cunse-- 
quences, and she 1s willinz todoso, But 
the Canadian Government, on the other 
hand, were unwilling that the compensas 
tion which England thus acknowledged 
was due to us by her should take a direct 
pecuniary form. We were unwilling that 
it should be the payment of a certain 
amount of money, ana there were several 
| strong reasons why we should prefer not to 
accept reparation in thatshape. In the first 
place, if a proposal of that kind were 
made, it would cause a discussion ag 
to the amount to be paid by England ot a 
most un-eemly character. We would 
have the spectacle of a judge appointed 
to examine the claims in detail, with 
Canada pressing her case upon his atten- 
tion, and Engiand probably resisting in 
some cases, and putting ‘herself in au an- 
tagonistic position which should not be 
allowed to occur between the Mother 
Country and the colony It Was, 
therefore, in the last degree. un- 
advisable that the relations between Ca- 
nada and the Mother Country, which 
| throughout have been of so friendly and 
| pleasant a character, should be placed in 
| Jeopardy in that way; and accordingly a 
| suggestion was made by va wleh, Without 
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causing England to expend a sixpence, 


or putting the least additional burden 


upon her people, would, if acted upon, 
do us more gvod, and prove of infinitely 
greater advantage than any amount of 
mere money compensation we could rea: 
sonably‘expect. This was a mode of dispos- 
ing of the question in the highest degree 
satisfactory to both countries, and one 
which does not in the least compromise 
our dignity or our self respect, (Hear, 
hear) The credit of Canada, thank God, 
is well established; her good faith is 
known wherever she has had financial 
dealings. Her Majesty’s Government can 
go to the House of Commons and ask for 
authority to guarantee a Canadian loan 
with a well-grounded assurance that the 
people of England will never be called 
upon to put their hands in their pockets 
or tax themselves one farthing to pay it. 
(Cheers) At the sime time the Imperial 
Government, by giving us this guarantee 
grants us a boon the value of which in en- 
abling us to construct the great works of 
public improvement we have undertaken 
was explained the other day so ably and 
in ain a manner that I would not attempt 
to imitate by my hon. friend the Finance 
Minister. Besides the double advantage 
to ourselves in getting the endorsement 
of England without disadvantage 
to the English people, there is to be con: 
sidered the great, the enormous benefit 
that accrues to Canada from this open 
avowal on the part of England of the in. 
terest she takes in the success of out 
great public enterprises. (Cheers) No one 
can say now when she is sending out one 
of her distinguished * statesmen to 
take the place of the nobleman who now 
so worthily represents Her Majesty in the 
Dominion; no one can say when England 
is aiding us by endorsing a loan spreading 
over so many years, and which will not be 
finally extinguished till most of us now 
here will have been gathered to our 
fathers; mo one can say under these cir- 
cumstances she has any idea of separating 
herself from usand giving up the colonies. 
[Cheers] ‘The solid substantial advantage 
of being able to obtain money on better 
terms than we could on our own credit 
alone is not the only benefit this guaran- 
tee will confer upon us; for it will put a 
finish at once to the hopes of all dreamers 
or speculators who desire or believe in 
the alienation and separation of the colo. 
nies from the Mother Country. That isa 
more incalculable benefit than the 
mere advantage of England’s guarantee of 
our financial stability, great and important 
as that is. [Loud cheers] Aye, but itis said 
that it is a humiliation to make a bargain 
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of this kind. Why, Sir, it was no humilia- 

tion in 1841 to obtain an Imperial guaran- 

tee for the loan necessary to construct 

the canals originally. It was not consi - 

dered a humiliation to accept a guarantee. 

for £1,400,000 in 1865 for the purpose of 

building;tortifications, nor was it a humilia- 

tion to obtain £4,000,000 upon a 

similar guarantee to construct 

the Intercolonial railway. Why is ita. 
humiliation then in this case to accept the 
guarantee when England voluntarily comes, 
forward and accepts the responsiblity for 

withdrawing our claims, in respect to the 

Fenian raids. It was by no prompting. 
from us that that responsibility was as- 

sumed, for Mr. Gladstone rose of his own. 
motion in the House of Commons and by. 
accepting the responsibility admitted 

that it should take atangivle shape. It 
did take sucha shape, and I saya most. ~ 
satisfactory shape in the guarantee of) — 
£2,500,000 immediately and we may say | — 
£4,000,000 in all ultimately. [Cheers] But!) — 
I hearit objected that Canada ought not 
to have made a bargain at all. She should — 
have allowed the Fenian claims to go and. ~ 
dealt with the Treaty separately, accepting. — 
or rejecting it on its merits. Sir, Canada. 
did not make a bargain of that kind, but. — 
she went fairly and openly to her Majesty’s 
Government and said: Here is a Treaty — 
that has been negociated through your — 
influence and which affects important. 
commercial interests in this country. It. 
is unpopular in Canada in its com-. — 
mercial aspect, but it is urged on us. 
for Imperial causes and for the sake ofthe, — 
peace of the Empire, but the pecuniary _ 
interests of Canada should, in the opinion, — 
of the Canadian Government, be consider: — 
ed; and the undoubted claim of Canada, — 
for compensation for these, Fenian ou. 
trages has been set aside. We may well. 
therefore call upon you to strengthen our — 
hands by shewing that you are unwilling to _ 
sacrifice Canada altogether for Imperial. 
purposes solely, Sir we asked that for 
Canada, and the response was 1mmediate — 
and gratifying, except that Enjiland did 
not accept the whole of our p1 position — 
to guarantee a loan of £4,000,000.. 
But [amas certain as Iam sta iding in 
this House, and I am not speaking without _ 
book, that had it not been for the un- 
fortunate cloud that arose between the 
United States and England, which threat- — 
ened to interrupt the friendly settlement 
of all questions between them, but which 
Iam now happy to say is passing away, 
the difficulty would have been removed 
by England permitting us to add to the. 
£2,500,000, £1,400,000 which she guaran... 
teed some years since to be expended. on 
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fortifications and other ‘defensive pre- 
-parations. That money had not been ex- 
pended, and there would now have been 
no object in applying it for the construc 
tion of works which would have been a 
standing menace to the United States, 
and which would have been altogether out 
of place immediately after signing a treaty 
of peace and amity. I do not hesitate to 
say, and I repeat [ am not speaking with- 
out book, that I believe a proposition 
of that kind would have been acceptable 
to Her Majesty’s Government, but when 
the cloud arose, when there was a possi- 
bility of this Treaty being held asa nullity, 
and when there was danger of the rela- 
tions between the two countries returning 
‘to the unfortunate position in which they 
-were before—then was not the time for 
England to ask us, or for us to propose to 
give up the idea of fortifying our frontier 
‘and defending our territory. Then was 
not the time either for the Canadian Gov- 
ernment to shew an unwillingness to 
‘spend money upon these works, or to de- 
fend and retain the Dominion as a de- 
pendency of the Sovereign of England, 
(cheers.) I say, therefore, that while we 
are actually receiving a guarantee of 
£2,500,000, if the relations of England and 
the United States are again brought into 
‘harmony, and the lowering cloud which 
‘recently sprung up is removed, and r- 
moved in such a way as never to appear 
again, then it may fairly be thought, it 
may reasonably be calculated upon, that 
‘we will have a guarantee of the full 
amount of £4,000,000 in order to carry 
out the great improvements we have en- 
tered upon. The Finance Minister has 
shewn you the advantages which will flow 
from that arrangement, and it would be 
presumption in me to add a word to what 
he:so well said upon that point which was 
in the highest degree satisfactory to this 
House and in the highest degree also satis- 
factory to the people of the country. 
I shall now move the first reading of this 
Bill, and I shall simply sum up my re- 
_ marks by saying that with respect to the 
Treaty I consider that every portion of it 
is unobjectionable to the country, unless 
the articles connected with the fisheries 
may be considered objectionable. With 
respect to those articles, I ask this House 
fully and calmly to consider the circum. 
stances, and I believe, if they fully con- 
sider the situation, that they will say it is 
for the good of Canada that those articles 
should be ratified. Reject the Treaty, 
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will cut tae merchants engaged in that 
trade off from the American market. 
Reject the Treaty and you _ will 
have a large annual expenditure 
in keeping up a marine police force to 
protect those fisheries, amounting to 
about $84,000 per annum. Reject the 
Treaty, and you will have to call upon 
England to send her fleet and give you 
both her moral and physical support, al- 
though you will not adopt her policy ; 
reject the Treaty, and you will find that 
the bad feeling which formerly and 
until lately existed in the United 
States agamst England will be . 
transferred to Canada ; that the United 
States ‘will say, and say justly, ‘Here, 
when two great nations like England and 
the United States have settled all their 
differences and all their quarrels upon a 
perpetual basis, these happy results 
are to be frustrated and endan- 
gered by the Canadian people, be- 
cause they have not got the value of 
their fish for ten years’’ (cheers). It has been 
said by the honorable gentleman on my left 
(Mr. Howe), in his speech to the Young 
Men’s Christian Association, that England 
had sacrificed the interests ot Canada, 
If England has sacrificed the interests of 
Canada, what sacrifice has she not made 
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in the cause oi peace. Has she 
not, for the sake of peace between 
those two great nations, rendered 


herself liable, leaving out all indirect 
claims, to pay millions out of her own 
treasury? Has she not made all this 
sacrifice, which only Englishmen and Eng- 
lish statesmen can kaow, for the sake of 
peace—and for whose sake has she made 
it? Has she not made it principally for 
the sake of Canada? (loud cheers). Let 
Canada be severed from England — let 
England not be responsible to us, and for 
us, and what could the United States do 
to England? Let England withdraw her- 
self into her shell, and what can the 
United States do? England has got the 
supremacy of the sea— she is impreg- 
nable in every point but one, and 
that point is Canada; and if England 
does callupon us to make a financial 
sacrifice: does find it for the good 
of the Empire that we, England’s first 
colony, should sacrifice something, I say 
that we would be unworthy of our proud 
position if we were not prepared to do so. 
(Cheers.) Ihope to live to see the day, 
and if I donot that my son may be spared 
to see Vanadathe right arm of England, 


and you do not get reciprocity; reject the | (cheers) to see Canada a powerful auxillia- 
Treaty, and you leave the fishermen of | ry tothe Empire, not as now a cause of 


the 


aritime Provinces at the mercy of | anxiety and a source of danger. 


And I 


_ the Americaus:; reject the Treaty, and you | think that if we are worthy to hold that 
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position as the nght arm of HKneland, we 
should not object to asicrifice of this kind 
when so great an object 1s attained, and 
the object is a great and lasting one. It 
is said that amities between nations can— 
not be perpetual. But [ say that this 
Treaty which has gone through so many 
difficulties and dangers, if it is carried 
into effect, removes xlmostall possibility of 
war. If ever there was an irritating cause 
of war, it wes from the occurrences arising 
out of the escape of those vessels, and 
when we see the United States people and 
Government firget this irritation, forget 
those occurrences, and submit such a 
question to arbitration, to the arbitration 
ofa disinterested tribunal, they have estab. 
lished a principle which can never Le for- 
gotten in this world. No future question 
isever likely to arise that will cause such 
irritationas the escape of the Alabama did, 
and ifthey could be got toagree to leave 
such a matter to the peaceful arbitrament 
of a friendly power, what future cause of 
quarrel can in the imagination of 
man occur that willnot bear the same pa- 
cific solution that is sought for in this. I 
believe that this Treaty is an epoch in 
the history of civilization, that it will set 
an example to the wide world that must 
be followed ; and with the growth of the 
great Anglo Saxon family, and with the 
development of that mighty nation to the 
south of us, I believe tiat the principle 
of arbitration will be advocated and adopt. 
ed as the sole principle of settlement of 
diferences between the English speaking 
peoples and that it will have a 
moral influence in the world. And 
although it may be opposed to the ante- 
cedents of other nations that great moral 
principle which has now been established 
among the Anglo-Sixon family, wi!l spread 
itself over all the civilized world (cheers), 
It is not too much ,to say that 
it is @ great advance in the history 
of mankind, and 1 should be sorry 
ifit were recorded that it was stopped 
for amoment by aselfish consideration of 
the interests of Canada. Had the Govern. 
ment of Canada taken the course, which 
was quite open to them, to recommend 
Parliament to reject these articles, it 
might have been a matter of some inter= 
estas to what my position would have 
been. Iam here at all events advocating 
the ratifica‘ion ot the Treaty, and, I may 
say, notwithstanding the taunts of the hon, 
gentlemen oppo-ite, that although I was 
chosen for the position of a Commissioner, 
certainly because 1 was a Canadian, and 
presumably because | was a member of 
the Canadian Government, yet my com- 
nilssion was given to. me as a British 
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subject, as it was to Sir Stafford North. 
cote and other members of the Coma 
mission. I went to Washington as a 
Plenipotentiary, a3 Her Majesty’s servant, 
and was bound by Her ilajesty’s instruc. 
tio's, and I would have been guilty of © 
dereliction of duty if I hid not carried out 
those instructions. And, sir, when I 
readily joined under the circumstances — 
in every word of thit ‘Treaty with the 
exception of the Fishery Articles, and 
when I succeeded in having inserted in 
the Treaty a reservation to the Govern- 
ment and the people of Uanada of the full — 
right to accept or refuse that portion of © 
it, I had no difficulty 23 to my course 
(cheers). I did not hesitate to state that — 
if that clause had not been put in, I~ 
would have felt it necessary to resign my | 
my commission. I was perfectly aware © 
in taking the course I cid in signing the © 
Treaty that I should be subject to ~ 
reproach. I wrote to my friends in Can< — 
ada from Washington that well I knew — 
the storm of obloguy' that’ would — 
meet me on my return, and before | 
even I crossed the border I was complix 
mented with the names of Judas Iscariot, — 
Benedict Arnold, &c. ‘The whole vocabul- — 
ary of Billingsgate was opened against me, 
but here I am, thank “God, to-day, with 
the conviction that what I‘did was for the — 
best interests of Canada; and after all 
tie benefits I have received at the hands 
of my countrymen, and after the con- | 
fidence that has been accorded me for 
sO many years, I would have been 


| cularly of the hon. gentlemen, opposite, 


; on 


unworthy of that position and that 
confidence if I were not able to 
meet reproach for the sake of my country. 
[Cheers]. I have met that reproach and I 
have ‘met it in silence. 1 knew. thata- 
premature discussion would only exaspe- 
rate still more the feelings of those who 
were arrayed against me, and of those who 
think more of their party than their coun-— 
try, (loud cheers.) 1 do not speak parti- 


but I say that the policy of the Opposition — 
i-regulated by « power behind the throne 
which dictates what that policy 1oust be- 
(cheers.) No one ever saw a patriotic 
policy emanate from that source except 
on One occasion, and that was when that 
source was induced by myself to forget 
party struggles and party feelings for the — 
common good of the country. (Cheers.) 
I have not said a word for twelvemonths ; — 
I have kept silence to this day thinking it 
better that the subject should be discussed — 
its own merits. How eagerly was 1_ 
watched! If the Government should come 
out in favor of the treaty then it was te 
be taken as being a bettayal of the people 
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ot Canada. If the Government should 
come out against the treaty, then the first 
_ Minister was to be charged with opposing 
the interests of the Empire. Whichever 
_ course we might take they were lying in 


‘wait ready with some mode of 
‘attack. But “silence is golden,”’ 
“Mr. Speaker, and | kept silence. | [ 


believe the sober second thought of this 
“country accords with the sober second 
thought of the Government, and wecome 
down here and ask the people of Canada 
‘through their representatives to accept 
this treaty, to accept it with all its imper-. 
-fections, to accept it tor the sake of peace, 
and for the sake of the great Empire, of 
which we forma part, I now beg leave 
‘tointroduce the Bill, and to state that 
‘I have the permission of His Excellency 
to do so. , 
__ ‘The hon. gentleman resumed his seat at 
9:45, after having spoken for four hours 
and a quarter, amid loud and continued 
applause from all parts of the House. 

_ The Bill was read a first time, and the 
‘second reading fixed for Tuesday, but Sir 
John A. Macdonald declined to make it the 
first order for that day. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE desired, before 
the motion was carried, to make a few 
observations upon the speech of the hon. 
‘gentleman. It was not his intention to 
discuss the Treaty critically to-night. 
‘After the long, exhaustive, and able 
‘Speech of the hon. gentleman, is would 
‘be manifestly impossible to enter into a 
critical debite; that would take place 
‘more properly on the second reading of 
the Bill, He had listened with a great 
deal of interest. and he might say with a 
en deal of pleasure, to the hon. gen- 
tleman’s speech, as it had unfolded 
Very fully his own views, although they 
E not harmonize with his (Mr. Macken- 
Zie’s) or with those who acted with him 
Politically. The hon. gentleman had 
Stated that the course that they—the 
Jpposition—had pursued was one dictated 
by some power not present in this House. 
He regretted this statement, because they 
desired to discuss tie Treaty on its merits, 
although disposed to condemn the action 
Of the hon. gentleman oppo-ite and_ his 
associates. He might inform the House 
bhat within a few days of the ratification 
of the Treaty, before a single newspaper 
M the country had spoken upon 
t, he delivered a speech 10 which 
he honorable gentleman had referred, 
md thé member for West Durham had 
dso tthe san his views on the subject 


‘bout the same time; and those views 
€ In entire harmony with the views he 
lad heard expressed ever since, and with 
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the views ot the entire press of: the 
country. They had the honor of leading 
public sentiment in this matter, in that 
direction that they believed honestly to 
be due to a patriotic feeling for Canada as 
their country. He was not blind to the 
advantages that were to be derived from 
a sacriice, and he would sacrifice a good 
deal for the interests of peace. He be. 
lieved thit he was no friend to his country 
who did not desire to suit his public policy 
in order to secure that amity and friend- 
‘ship that ought to prevail among nations ; 
and under these circumstances, it was pex 
culiarly desirable, forming as we did in 
this colony one of the great families of 
the British race, that we should endeavor 
by every reasonableand just means to give 
eifecs to the measures of the Mother 
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| Country, in seeking to secure that amity 


with that other great branen of the British 
family on this continent. We believe, 
however, thit there was a limit beyond 
which we ought not to go. He did not 
believe that national health, national 
glory, and naiional pride were always to 
be produced by making sacrifices to what 
is justly called the peace-at any-price 
party. It was manifest that if we on this 
continent, hemmed in as we were by the 
people of the United States, whose po- 
litical policy has been singularly aggres- 
sive, yielded up merely for the sake of so- . 
called peace every advantage that we 
possessed within our territory, it would 
soon become a question how far it would 
be po:sible to pursue that policy and re- 
taiu any trace of national life and public 
spirit. The hon. gentleman said that he 
went to Washin.ton simply asa Briton, 
that ib was quite true he was a preminent 
Canadian, and, no doubt, that that had 
something to do with offering him the 
position. He (Mr. Mackenzie] thought 
from the evidence before the House that 
it had everything to do with it. We knew 
that the matter was submitted by the hon. 
gentleman to his colleagues, and by them 
approved; that he went to Washington, 
althoush this House was in session; that 
he here announced his appointment; and 
that he practically solicited leave from 
the ‘louse to proceed there as the repre- 
sentative of Canada. This House afforded 
him every indulgence, and that was 
scarcely in accordance with the statement 
he had ventured to-mght, that he knew 
ne would not get fair.play. Upon the re- 
presentations of the hon. gentleman last 
session, the resolutions of the member 
for Sherbrooke were not pressed. He 
believed that if they had been pressed 
the House would not have refused to 
adopt them; but the House accepting the 
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hon. gentleman’s declaration that he went 
there as their representative, they treated 
him with that magnanimity that he (Mr. 
Mackenzie) had said then and said now 
was their proper course. He had no 
doubt that if those resolutions had been 
pressed by the hon. member for Sher- 
brooke, it might have resulted in some- 
thing more favorable for this country than 
what was found afterwards to be the case. 
He tound also, from the public accounts, 
that this country had paid the expenses 
of the hon. gentleman at Washington as 
the Canadian representative, and it would 
not do now, in the face of those facts, to 
assert that he went there entirely 
independent, and that he maintained a 
position here as a member of this House 
entirely independent of his connection 
with that Commission, ‘These remarks 
had been forced from him (Mr. Macken- 
zie] by the course of the hon. gentleman. 
He had listened with feelings of a painful 
. conviction that he [Sir John] had taken 
a step that would produce political conse- 
quences of a disastrous kind in the future, 
that it was a step in that retrogression 
which marked the decline of a people—a 
decline in that national spirit that is as 
essential to the well-being of the country 
as food is to the life and vitality of man. 
He had listened to the hon. gentleman’s 
speech with pain, in consequence of an- 
other portion of it that referred more 
particularly to the position of tne Mother 
‘Country. We were told that England had 
for some time almost stood alone in Eu- 
rope, that she was threatened by various 
nations, and was this a time he [Sir John] 
asked when. we should insist upon our 
rights, and endanger Britain because of 
the tendency or desire of the United 
States to fall vpon her when ina state of 
unpreparedness. Had it come to this, 
that the Premier of Canada had to make 
an appeal to the forbearance of Canadians 
because of the necessities of that great 
empire of which weform a part? Were 
we to live as a portion of the British Em- 
pire—was Britain herself to live merely by 
the sufferance of the United States, Russia, 
and other nations? No other interpreta- 
tion could be put on his (Sir John’s lan- 
guage than this, that this was a sacrifice 
demanded of us because of a state of 
weakness into which the Mother Country 
had fallen. He (Mr. Mackenzie) denied 
this. He believed that England still held 
supremacy over the nations of the world. 
He (Sir John) afterwards endeavoured to 
show that the question of the Fisheries 
was one of very great doubt, he en- 
deavoured to show that by the interpre- 
tation put on the Treaty of 1783 by cer- 
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taig writers in the United States, it was 
His a matter of doubt whether, under — 
the Convention of 1818, we had the actual 
right to those fisheries or not. If this was 
not meant, why introduce the argument — 
at all? Every person who had read Inter- 
national Law knew that the American 
Government had unconditionally accepted 
long ago, the fact that Canada had sole 
jurisdiction three miles outside the coast, 
from: headland to headiand. Still, Mr. 
Commissioner Campbell was sent home, 
he made his representations to the 
Imperial Government and out of that 
comparatively trifling mission to settle a 
comparatively small subject. they had had 
this enormous matter brought 
upon them, whereby they had _ sold 
their fisheries and given away their rivers, 
and allowed and encouraged the American 
Government to trample on their rights. 
In order to secure what they had not)se-— 
cured they had made these extraordinary 
sacrifices. He ridiculed the idea of the- 
American waters containing a certain kind — 
of bait which was essentially necessary to, 
but could not be obtained by Canadian 
fishermen unless the treaty was accepted. 
He was not sufficiently acquainted with 
the fisheries to deal with the subject cri: 
tically, but the fisherman had obtained 
bait in the past, and he thought they 
could still purchase it in the market as" 
any other article of commerce. He had 
read that the New Brunswick Legislature 
was unanimously opposed to the treaty, as, 
its effect, if passed, would be the destruc- 
tion of their fisheries to a great extent. 
The hon. gentleman had called attention 
to what might have happened if there had 
been no Canadian representative on the 
Commission at Washington. He (Mr. 
Mackenzie) could not see the difference 
between judgment going by default, and 
the hon. gentleman being present and al- 
lowing a wrong judgment to be entered on) 
record. He protested against the remarks 
of the Minister of Justice, that it was: 
asserted at Washington that rejection of a 
second treaty might result in war, as he 
considered that the statement was made: 
more asa threat in order to secure the ac- 
ceptance of the treaty. He thought that: 
there was not the slightest danger of any 
trouble arising out of the questions at 
issue between Canada and the United! 
States. He considered that the statement’ 
of the hon. gentleman that if certain 
things had happened he would not have 
signed the treaty, and made him pers 
sonally responsible to Canada, 
With respect to reciprecity in coRete 
matters, the British Commissioners ap: 
peared to have yielded as.soon as Mi § 
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edby the American Commissioners: He 
thought the free navigation of the St. 
Lawrence had taken a strong weapon out 
of the hands of Canada, as also the giving 
up of the fisheries: and both without a 
consideration. Judging from the past, 
he had no confidence: in the Commission 
to be appointed to value the fisheries, All 
knew the loss this country sustained 
through the ignorance or inability of those 
who were appointed by the English Gov- 
ernment to negotiate our boundaries— 
how the-half of New Brunswick was: swept 
away and given to the State of Maine. 
He was now pointing out what would he 
believed be the inevitable result of the 
negociations. I: was always perfectly sale 


for the American Government to make : 


demands. Asthe hon. gentleman opposite 
had said their hearts wereset on obtaining 
access to the St. Lawrence, and therefore 
he gave it away. Well they would set 
their hearts on something else within a year 
they: were constantly setting their hearts 
and their. envious eyes on some portion of 
ourterritory, and if gentlemen like the 
hon. gentleman opposite were to be Com. 
missioners, he feared they would obtain 
what they wanted in regard to the so 
called c>mpensation for the fisheries. He 
acknowledged freely that there was a 
large bedy of public men in the United 
States would scorn to adopt the meanness 
of that class. who had urged the conse- 
_quential damages, and who would scorn to 
take advantage of any other country in this 
-way,but they: knew that to agreat extent 
the mob governed public opinion in that 
country, They knew that the elections of 
the. President exercised such an influence 
on public opinion, that the authorities 
sometimes could not afford to do what was 
right for fear it should result adversely to 
themselves and their party. If he was 
not mistaken a member of the Imperial 
Government stated in the House of Lords 
that this was one of the reasons why the 
Fenian claims could not be insisted on. 
He recollected in the discussion before the 
hon. gentleman left for Washington, that 
he (Mackenzie) insisted that the Fenian 
claims could not be considered under the 
order of reference, and the Minister of 
Finance then maintained that that order 
did cover the claims, yet now it seem- 
-edtobe admitted that they were not 
covered, 
_ Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—tThe Bri. 
tish Commissioners contended that they 
Were. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE denied that this 
had. been contended for, or at any rate the 
contention was very mild, for the resolu- 
_ tion:at.the close admitted that the claims 
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were worth very little, by the British Com- 
missioners stating that’ they would not 
further urge the settlement of the claims, 
especially as they wereof a constructive 
and inferential character: If they were” 
of a constructive character he did not: 
think it did much credit to the hon. gen-: 
tleman representing Canada who had’ so 
constructed them (laughter). The hon. 
gentleman had stated that the action of 
the House on the tariff last year had pre- 
vented him from impressing on the Ame: 
ricans what they ought to do in regard’ to 
reciprocity, calling it a ‘ fatal vote,’ It 
was very gratifying to see that the Minis - 
ter of Finance had accepted that reversal 
of his policy by the House, that the Gov- 
ernment endorsed it, and passed it on to 
its next stage, and yet the leader of the 
Government now cast reflections on the 
House and his colleagues for the adoption 
of this policy. Thehon. gentleman. said 
that this caused the difficulty at Washing- 
ton, whereas they knew that. that vote: 
passed on the 22nd of March, whereas: the: 
American Commissioners made the - offer 
to allow certain articles to go in free on. 
the 25th of March. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
they did not know anything of the: 
kind. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE maintained that 
the papers showed the date. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD ‘said the: 
papers only showed that the last ofa 
series of meetings was held on the 25th of 
March, whereas the offer was made at: an 
early meeting. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the excuse 
made by the hon. gentleman was set aside » 
by the dates, and every one must see the 
small effect that the legislation would 
have on the minds of the people of the 
United States. He had pointed outat the 
time that 1t was folly to suppose that the 
imposition of a tax of $200,000 upon’ 
American products would frighten 40,000, - 
000 of people into reciprocity. It was too 
late in the day to claim that, but- for 
the action of this House, the result desired 
by the country would have been obtained, 
for the hon. gentleman must have known 
well everything that transpired at Ottawa. 
Again we were to be told to be thankful, 
because we still had the Hudson’s Bay as 
a reserve, and that in the course of 12 
years we would find good fish there; but 
we had Hudgon’s Bay before. Hon. gen- 
tlemen had asserted that those who were 
chiefly interested in the fisheries were very 
willing that the Treaty should take effect. 
He did not know how the hon. gentlemen 
from the Lower Provinces might vote, but 
he knew how one of the Local Legislatures: 
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had acted, and that a prominent member 
had made the strongest statements, and 
he quoted figures from a statement pre- 
pared by the Minister ol Martine showing 
how great had been the growth of the 
fisheries under the system commenced 
in 1870. The growth was in consequence 
of our retaining possession and control of 
the fisheries in our own hands, and not 
allowing the Americans to ruin them. He 
also quoted from a speech of a member otf 
the New Brunswick Government to show 
the strong feelings that pervaded the 
Province, and said that the Lieut. Gov- 
ernor’s speech itself was in the strongest 
terms in condemnation of the ‘Treaty. 
He nextcalled attention to a statement of 
the Premier regarding the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence. It was true that while 
the words literally sought to be construed 
as giving Americans no control over the 
canals, the hon. Premier would soon find 
if he refused them the use of those works 
that he would be told to doso in such a 
message as had frightened the Commis- 
sioners last year, and we would be told 
that we had practically annulled the treaty. 
The Americans would again set their hearts 
on securing the use of the canals, and hav- 
ing set their hearts on anything seemed 
to be ground enough for the British Com- 
missioners to grant them anything they 
desire. He maintained that Canada had 
the best of claims to the site of the St. 
Clair flats canal, and stated that one of 
the highest United States engineering au. 
thorities had come to the same conclu- 
sion. Respecting his speech about the 
navigation of Lake Michigan to which Sir 
John had referred, he stated that he still 
held the opinion that we were as much 
entitled to the navigation of Lake Michi- 
gan as we are to that of Lake Huron and 
Georgian Bay. We never claimed we could 
exclude the Americans from the Georgian 
Bay, but they had taken the pains to es- 
tablish their control over the Straits of 
Mackinaw by erecting a Custom House 
there and cherging tolis on Canadian ves- 
sels. He could not see any difference in 
the position between the Mackinaw Straits 
and the St. Lawrence between Cornwall 
and Montreal. He did not believe that 
the Commissioners at the time had made 
provision respecting the Alibama claims 
or knewanything about the Russian treaty 
with England on the subject. The Pre- 
mier had omitted to tell the House why 
the Commissioners had neglected to secure 
to British subjects the navigation of the 
Columbia river—a most importint item— 
as that river was situated in exacily the 
same position as the St. Lawrence, but 
British subjects had no right to use it be. 
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cause its mouth was in the United States 
territory. It had not been his intention 
to speak at all that evening, as it was the 
intention of his friends to place on record — 
their views On this subject, and he there- — 
fore deferred further remark until the 
second reading. The Premier had referred 
rather severely to the views expressed by 
some of the leading journals in the 
Province. Before this matter closed, — 
perhaps, he (Mr. Mackenzie) would show to — 
the House how different were the views — 
which the governmental journals express- 

ed at the time the ‘Treaty was negotiated — 
from the opinions ‘they now put forth. 
fe [Mr. Mackenzie] recognized his status 
as a Canadian and British subject, and he © 
was willing to accept his share of the re- _ 
sponsibility of all Imperial transactions; © 
but he was not willing that an Imperial 
policy aftecting us should be adopted } 


a voice in the matter; and the only Im | 
perial policy that could ever be successful | 
in meeting firmly the many branches ot 
the Imperial family was one based upon > 
the interests of the entire British posses. _ 
sions over the globe, and if we were to be 
restrained from expressing our views as to 
what Imperial policy in that respect 
should be, then there would be an end to 
the free discussion—an end to that free” 
deliberation which that House was used to, 
and which Canada expected should have 
some influence in deciding her future 
destinies. And yet the hon. Premier 
asked the House to accept the money con- 
sideration, and reproached him because he 
ventured to object to that principle. 
Liow easy it was to refer to the-denuncia- 
tion which the Government had itzelf 
very properly hurled against all money 
considerations ‘in regard to great political 
objects, The Guvernment, in their note 
of the 28th July, saw that the principle of 
money payment for the cession of terri 

torial rights had ever been most repugnant 
to the feelings of the Canadian people. 
Now, the hon. gentleman and_ his col- 
leagues in this despatch spoke of our 
ceding territorial rights, but when pre 
senting his argument here in another 
place, se denied that any territorial rights 
were ceded at all, and he asked the House 
at any rate to accept money for what was 
conceded. ‘The hon. gentleman said in 
effect-—‘* You have been paid for the 
Fenian claims; you are to get som 
assistence in the shape of an Imperial en- 
dorsement to build this great Pacitic rail- 
way. ‘There is an opportunity for youl! 
and if you behave yourself properly, you 
Inay even get the loan of £1,400,000, 
Which was guaranteed to fortifications, 
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applied to railway purposes also, as there 
is no more need of fortification, and the 
danger of trouble arising between England 
‘and the United States 1s at an end. 
Well, i? there was no more need of forti- 
fications and defensive preparations, was 
the House to have no militia estimates 
this year? [hear, hear]. Was the hon. 
gentleman opposite, the Minister of Mi- 
litia, to forbear purchasing the equipments 
-and supplies necessary to keep 40,000 
soldiers in the field? Was he to disband 
this army, and spend no more money in 
“maintaining these soldiers in a state of 
efficiency? Surely that must be the case 
“if a millenial era of peace and happiness 
“was dawning upon the country in conse- 
quence of the negotiations that had been 
carried on with the United States. Surely 
that must be the case if we were to enjoy 
‘tully that peace which had been purchased 
at the sacrifice of our territorial rights? 
(hear, hear). The difference between 
‘the amount of interest which would 
‘have been payable on Canadian 
bonds without the Imperial guarantee and 
‘the amount payable on those bonds with 
‘the guarantee was all the advantage we 
‘gained. It did not, according to his cal. 
culations, amount to more than $150,000. 
“This was what was to be accepted as an 
equivalent for the valuable rights surren- 
‘dered, and more than that, it had not even 
been offered, but Ministers had placed 
‘themselves in the humiliating position of 
“having asked it at the hands of the Impe- 
‘rial Government (hear, hear.) The pal- 
triness of the advantage, if it was an ad- 
“vantage at all, he had mentioned the oth- 
night in some remarks he had made up- 
‘on the budget speech of the Minister of 
‘Finance, and whai he had heard since only 
‘confirmed him in his opinion. Nothing 
“would ever remove the feeling and sense 
of degradation with which he was filled at 
‘the Government of this country literally 
‘humiliating themselves in the dust to 
‘erave that, instead of asettlement of these 
‘Fenian claims, which they had forborne to 
press upon the attention of England when 
ary ought to have been pressed, instead 
Of demanding redress trom those who had 
‘done the wrong, they should receive this 
‘Wretched consideration of money (hear, 
hear.) He believed that this country was 
able and willing to repay principal and 
‘Anterest, all the money it ought to be ne- 
‘cessary to borrow, without begging from 
‘the Imperiai Government for favors in ex- 
¢change for undoubted territorial rights. . 
He believed Canada would have been 
abundantly able to obtain upon its own 
security and almost upon as favorable 
‘terms as upon endorsement of the British 
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Governmentevery dollar requisite to carry 
out all the necessary and desirable works 
of improvement ; and believing that, he 
felt that on no consideration ought we to 
yield our honor at the shrine of mammon 
on no consideration ought we to have bart- 
ered away our heritage for this question— 
able equivalent of money. He thought the 
House, and he was sure the great body of 
the people of the country felt so too; and 
he hoped that the vote which would be 
given upcn this Bill would redvund to the 
dignity and independence of Parliament, 
would preve our devotion to the true inter. 
ests of the Empire and honor of Canada, and 
would be a fearless assertion of our rights 
as a people and our dignity as British sub- 
jects, such as he believed would be sus- 
tained by the public opinion of the country. 
[Cheers. ] | Hi 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE moved an adjournment 
of the debate. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD asked 
the hon. gentleman if it was intended to 
oppose the first reading. If not, the Bill 
ought now to be read and the remainder 
of the discussion could be carried on upon 
the second reading, 

Hon. Mr, BLAK said if the motion for 
the first reading was fixed for an early day 
he would not oppose the first reading 
now. . 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
would set it down on the orders for Tues- 
day. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked that it should 
then be made the first order. . 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD ‘ would 
not make any promise upon that point. It 
was possible the Bill would not be printed 
in time, and in any case there was other 
business which the Government desired 
to go on with first on Tuesday. | 

Hon. Messrs. BLAKE, MACKENZIE, 
and others, pressed that the Bill should be 
made the first order on Tuesday, but Sir 
John refused to yield, and finally they 
abandoned the attempt to fix a time for 
resuming the debate. 

The Bill was then read a first time, and 
the House adjourned at 11:15 p.m. 


SENATE, 


Monpay, 6th May, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’clock, p.m. 
BILLS. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN introduced a Bill 
to amend the Act respecting St. Francis 
and Megantic Railway. 
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Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced an 
Act respecting quarantine. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE asked the 
Government whether any regulations have 
been made by tae Government for main- 
taining the drill sheds in Nova Scotia, to 
what uses are they to be applied and at 
whose charge are they at present. He 
explained that these drill sheds which had 
been raised previous to Union at consid- 
erable expense by Local Governments, and 
by private subscriptions, were now lying 
useless or converted into workshops, and 
otherwise used for private purposes. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL had not fully 
understood the purport of his hon. friend’s 
enquiry, and would look further into the 
question. 

PRINTING. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. SANBORN, the 
report of Joint Committee on Printing was 
adopted; it alludes to expenditures of the 
past year, to the economical management 
of the service, and satisfactory manuer in 
which Mr. Hartney performs his duties. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Hon. Mr. AIKINS moved the second 
reading of the Bill respecting public lands, 
and in doing so stated that the preamble 
showed that it referred exclusively to 
Manitoba and the North West Territories. 
The measure dealt with the whole land 
question in its entirety, and inclusive of 
timber and minerals. ‘The system of 
survey had been discussed elsewhere dur- 
ing the previous session, and the policy 
there favored had been embodied in an 
Order of Council, and the surveyors 
subsequently sent out to the territory. 
The system differed very little from that 
adopted inthe United States, but there 
were one or two exceptions: For instance, 
the Bill made provision for roads, as also 
for the convergence or divergence of meri- 
dians. ‘Che lines bounding townships on 
the east and west sides, -hall in all cases 
be true meridians and those on the north 
and south sides shall be chords intersect- 
ing circies of latitude passing through the 
angles of the townships. The townships 
shall be numbered in regular order north- 
erly from the international boundary or 
49th parallel of latitude, and shall lie in 
ranges numbered, Manitoba east and west 
from a certain meridian line run in 1868, 
after the ‘Principal Meridian,’drawn north- 
erly from the 49th parallel ata point two 
miles cr thereabouts westerly irom Pem- 
bina. In the United States they had 
certain governing lines, but their town- 
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ships were laid out east and west, and they 
had no such provisions as in our Bil 
Under the system of survey, the countr 
is laid out in blocks of tour townships 
each by projecting the base and connect. 
ing lines—the map showed this—and eas! 
and west meridian boundaries of eac 
block. On these lines all township, sec 
tion, and quarter section corners ar 
marked, to yovern in the subsequent sub- 
division of the block. After detailing the 
system of survey, the Bill refers to the 
disposal of the Dominion lands, in whicl 
it is provided that the Huds.n Bay Com 
pany is entitled to certain portions of th 
territory knownas the ‘‘Fertile Belt.” Tk 
Company, however, may select land, 
lieu of allotted land, provided it i 
not on the Indian reservation and settlec 
under lawful authority. Next come th 


modes of settling the lands—tiirs 
by cash, one dollar per acre 
next, pre-emption right, or th 


right. to purchase by actual setilemen 
Any person being the head of a family, @ 
a single man above the age of twenty-om 
years, who has made a settlement o1 
unappropriated Dominion Lands, and wh 
has inhabited or improved the same, ane 
has erected a dwelling thereon, may hay 
himself entered with the Local Agent ¢ 
the division in which such land is situate 
for any number of acres not exceedit 
the quarter section of land including , 
residence of the claimant, and being asu 
ject of Her Majesty by birth or naturali 
tion, shall receive a patent therefor, upe 
paying the price of such lands. Eve 
claimant of pre-emption rights must wil 
in twelve months after filing his claim, ful 
ish the Local Agent proof of continue 
residence on the land he claims, and f 
the price thereof, and in detault of 
doing the land so settled and impro 
will be subject to the entry of any othé 
purchaser. Again, there is the homest 
system: any person coming into the tél 

tory and settling on a quarter section 

surveyed and unoccupied lands, becom 

entitled toa patent at the end of thi 

years. Itis intended, said the hon. gé 
tleman, to verge the pre-emption clat 
| 


\ 


ee 


into those referring to the homesté 
system, in accordance with the prined 
of a Bill which has just passed its see¢ 
reading in Congress. Itis also provid 
that certain reservations be madein ev 
township for educational purposes. — 
the subdivisions of townships which mé 
consist partly of prairie and partly of tin 
| ber land, such of the sections or sub- 
| sions of sections containing islands, be 
or other tracts of timber, shall be subt 
vided into such number of wood loti 
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not less than ten, and not more than 
twenty acres in each lot, as will afford, so 
far as the extent of wood lana in the 
township may permit, one such wood lot 
to each quarter section prairie farm in 
such township. Any tract of land covered 
by forest timber may be set apart as 
limber Lands. and reserved from sale and 
settlement. The right of cutting timber 
on such limits shall be put up at a bonus 
per square mile, varying according to the 
situation and value cf the limit, and sold 
to the highest bidder by public competi- 
tion. ‘The purchaser shall receive a lease 
granting the right of cutting timber on 
the land for twenty one years, and contain- 
ing certain conditions. Provision 1s also 
made with respect to mining lands. No 
reservation of gold, silver, iron, copper, or 
other mines or minerais shall be inserted 
nany patent from the Crown granting 
any portion of the Dominion lands. Any 
9erson may explore for mines or minerals 
on any of the Dominion lands, surveyed 
or unsurveyed, and not then marked or 
staked out and claimed or occupied, and. 
may, subject to the provisions of the law, 
purchase the same. In case of certain 
ands proving to be rich in minerals, the 
Secretary of State shall bave the power to 
vithdraw such lands from sale, and in lieu 
hereof institute a system of lease to disco- 
erers or first applicants. The rent payable 
0 the Crown under any such lease shall 
9 a royalty. not to exceed two and a half 
er cent. on the net profit of working. 
Nhen there are two or more claimants for 
e same tract, then if the claim of the 
inst. discoverer be not fully established to 
he satisfaction of the Secretary of State, 
e same shall be put up at public auction 
n stated terms of lease, and sold to the 
ighest bidder. As respects coal lands, 
ey are withdrawn from the operations of 
ae Act as regards the rights of squatters 
p homesteads on the Dominion lands in 
dvance of the surveys, and are reserved 
n the interest of the general public. The 
w provides for the steps necessary to be 
ken by persons Ane Sa of carrying on 
pal mines in the territory. The Bill also 
rovides reguiations with respect to sur- 
pyors of Dominion lands, and among 
sher things it is provided that a Board of 
xaminers be established for the examina. 
jon of candidates for commissions as surs 
jpyors. 


‘Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
led attention to the fact that the French 
‘py of the Bill had only been placed in 
@ hands of members, and that it was 
wisable to defer the going into Com- 
ittee for some time, in ,order to afford 
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ample opportunity for a thorough criticism 
of so important a measure. 

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON also wished time to 
consider it, as he had only just then re. 
ceived his copy. 

Hon, Mr. BUREAU did not intend to 
oppose the second reading of the Bill, but 
as that was the proper time to discuss its 
principle, he would ask the indulgence of 
the House for a very few minutes whilst 
he stated some of the objections he had 
to the measure in its present shape. He 
considered that the bill was, in many 
respects, of a very extraordinary character, 
inasmuch as it made regulations of 4 
most arbitrary character with respect to 
the public lands of the west. ‘The re- 
gulations provided in the bill could ao. 
tually be set aside by the Governor in 
Council—a very large power to be given to 
any Government. The most important 
feature of the bill, in his opinion, was the 
extraordinary power it placed in the 
hands of the local agent, who could de- 
cide every question whether a settler had 
complied with the regulations necessary 
to entitle him to enter into the possession 
of lands. That agent might act justly or 
unjustly, and yet he was exempted from 
punishment in case of unfair or abitrary 
conduct. Then the bill laid down the re- 
markable proviso that all settlers entitled 
to land must be British subjects; and that 
too, at the very time we had emigration 
agents abroad in France, Belgium, and 
other foreign countries to induce immi- 
gration into Canada. He was quite posi- 
tive that the effect of such regulations 
would be to prevent people from coming 
into the Dominion. He appealed to the 
hon. Secretary of State to remove this 
unfortunate clause of the measure. And 
the strange feature of the bill was the 
absence of any regulation regarding per- 
sous who may have settled on lands by a 
mistake which they may have only found 
out after they had made considerable im- 
provements. Such persons would not be 
entitled to be indemnified for the 
improvements in question, and that he 
considered a great injustice. Ke had no 
particular objection to the mode of divi- 
sion, but he did think the system in 
vogue in the United States, by which 
large grants of lands were made for the 
construction of railways, was well worthy 
of consideration. About two hundre 
million of acres of land had been gran 
to companies for that purpose—no 
than 125,000,000 had been granted 
Pacific Railroad Companies elg 
the results have been highly be 
the development of the resou 
country. ‘The quantity of land 
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was equal to 300,000 square miles, or com- 
prising more than the States of New York, 


New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, | 


and Iliinois combined He was in favor 
of assisting Education by public grants, but 
évery care should be taken to avoid a repe- 
tition of such difficulties as arose in this 
country in the past. No one had forgotten 
the questions of Clergy Reserves, or the 
Seignorial Tenure. He trusted that every 
Be ane and security would be given to 
the parties who might receive these lands 
for the object contemplated by the Biill, 
80 that the issue might be satisfactory to 
the-peace and happiness of the communi- 
ty. He, asa native of Quebec, felt deep- 
ly interested in the future of Manitoba, 
for he believed very raany of his fellow 
country men would find their way there in 
the course of time, especially when there 
was railway communication with the far 
_ western province. It was well known 
that the want of public works and manu- 
factures as well as the character ot the 
commercial policy of the country had 
tended to denude the parishes of many 
of the people, but he believed that with 
the development of enterprise in the pro- 
vince the emigration to the United States 
would cease, or the people would prefer 
seeking their fortunes in parts of Canadian 
‘l'erritory like Manitoba. He objected to 
the Bill, he said in conclusion, because it 
gave too great power to Government and 
to individuals. If he understood it 
aright, it was proposed to appoint another 
Department—he supposed another mem- 
ber, a Surveyor General, would be added 
to the Cabinet, and the number conse: 
quently made even instead of remaining 
as at present at the unlucky figure thir- 
teen. He had strong objections to many 
features of the Bill, but nevertheless he 
would do his best, when the House went 
into Committee to perfect its details for all 
must confess that there was a great neces- 
sity for such a measure, and that it was 
the duty of every one to improve it as 
far as practicable. 

Hon, Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
called attention to the 45th clause, and 
urged that sufhcient encouragement was 
not given to individuals to discover coal 
beds. 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS said that as respects 
immigrants the Bill was more favourable 
on the American law, fora settler could 
his patent in three years, whereas it 
ad five in the United States. 

D1] was read a second time, and it 
ecided to go into Committee 
xt. 

then adjourned, 
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‘The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o’clock. 

A number of petitions were read. 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges) wanted 
French version of Sir John A Macdonald’s 
speech, one of the best that had ever been 
pronounced in the House, so thatit might 
be the more particularly appreciated by 
himselt and other gentlemen of his origin. 
He looked upon it as a matter of some 
importaice. He wanted to know as next 
Thursday was a holiday, whether it was 
intended to sit on Saturday. If not he 
would go homeon Thursday and return 
on Monday. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said thaty 
ihe hon. member had asked for the pubs 
lication of the able speech, of the leader 
of the Government, and he felt proud of 


embrace the speeches against as well as im 
‘avour of the measure, and must therefo 
be left to the Joint Committee on Print: 
ing. Ifthe public mind would be in any 
way assisted by the more particular pub-) 
lication of his hon. colleague’s excellent 
speech, the Government certainly would 
have no objection. d 
Hon. Sir A. T. GALT desired to know 
what steps had been taken with regard to 
the representation of Canada in the Sam 
Juan Boundary Question left to the deci: 
sion of the Emperor of Germany. 
A discussion took place relative to the 
distribution of seats asthe result of thé 
recent census, between the Hon. Sir GEO: 
EB. CARTIER, Hon. Mr. BLAKE, Hon. Mt 
MACKENZIE, and Hon, Mr. HOLTON. — 
Mr. 'HOMPSON (Haldimand) desired 
to know whether 1t was the intention t 
bring down the return about the franking 
privileges concerning which he moved 
last session. 
Hon: Dr. TUPPER—In a few days; thé 
matter had been overlooked. . 
Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER submitted 4 
return relative to the surplus over debt 
4 the late Provinces of Ontario and Qué 
ec. 
Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) asked 
for information concerning the North} 
West. boundary of Ontario, and was inform 
ed that the matter was under the consid 
eration and investigation of the Govern 
ment. 
Mr. FORTIER enquired whether it is thi 
intention of the Government to introdue 
during the present session, a general mé 
sure for the regulation and inspection ¢ 
fish. 
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Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS replied that 
there was already a resolution before the 
House on this subject. 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges) enquired 
-whether it was the intention of the Gov-~ 
ernment to cause alight house to be erect- 
ed at Port Lewis, in the Parish of St. 
Anicet, on Lake St. Francis, as requested 
in the petition signed by a large number 
of captains in command of steam vessels 
and others? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
matter was under the consideration of the 
Government. 


Questions by 


Mr. MILLS enquired whether it is the | 
intention of the Government to ask the | 


House for an appropriation for the im. 
provement of the navigation of the Rivers 
‘Thames and Sydenham? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
attention of the Government had been 
called by the hon. member for Kent, 
and a deputation from Chatham, to the 
obstructions said to exist at the mouth of 
the River Thames, and the matter was 
being considered. As to the River Syden.- 
ham the aitention of his department had 
not been called to the matter. 

Mr. PUZIER enquired whether contrac. 
tors for Section 6 of the Interéolonial Rail. 
way, whose contract has been annulled, 
had been discharged from their obliga- 
tions, and whether the Government or 
any member thereof, had in any manner 
promised, or whether it had been agreed 
to indemnify the said, contractors (and 
their sureties) for the value of the work 
done, instead of paying for such work in 
conformity with the terms of the said con- 
tract ? 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
contractors had n t been discharged from 
their obligations, that no promise had been 
made by the Government or any member 
thereot, but that those contractors, as weli 
as Others similarly situated, had made re- 


presentations to the Government bicinind 


were under consideration. 


Mr. JONES (Halifax) enquired whether | 


it is the intention of the Government to 
make provision for the payment of the in- 
creased subsidy to the Provinces of Nova 
seotia and New Brunswick from Ist July, 
1871, according to the Census Returns as 
provided by the B. N. A. Act? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS replied that 
it was certainly the intention of the Gov- 
ernment to do so. 

Mr. POZER enquired whether it 1s the 
intention of the Government to indemnify 
the contractors for Section 6 of the Inter- 


colonial Railway, for the value of the work 
done, instead of paying for such work in 
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conformity with the terms of the said con- 
tract ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
intention of the Government had been 
called tothe matter by the contractors, 
and also by petitions numerously signed 
by members of the House of Commons, 
and that the matter was under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMES enquired whether it is 
the intention of the Government to make 
any change in relation to rationing and 
paying of the Volunteers while perform- 
ing their annual drill this year; and if so, 
what is the nature of the change? 

Hon. Sir GHO. E. CARTLER replied that 
the sums placed in the estimates now be- 
fore the House were on the same scale as 


Members. 


| last year, but it would be gratifying to him 


if the House should come to the conclu- 
sion that the pay and rationing were not 


sufficient. It was, however, a matter for 
the House to decide. 
Mr. MASSON (Soulanges) enquired 


whether 1t is true that the sum of #960, 
or any other sum of money wag due to 
Laughlin Mclaughlin, Esq. one of the 
persons employed on the _ [ntercolonial 
Railway ; and if so, why such sum had not 
been paid to him, and whether it would 
be soon paid ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that Mr. 
McLaughlin had communicated with the 
Government on the matter; and that his 
representations had been referred to the 
Commissioners of the Intercolonial Rail. 
way, who had found that they owed no 
money to Mr. McLaughlin. 

Dr. GRANT enquired whether it is the 
intention of the Government to supply 
each of the Members of the various Local 
Parliaments with a copy of the Parlia- 
mentary Sessional papers. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER replied 
that this was nota matter for the discus- 
sion of the Government : it rested entire- 
ly with the House. 


KHENIAN RAIDS. 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT in moving the 
House in committee to consider certain 
resolutions in relation to the withdrawing 
of the claims ofthe Dominion of Canad 
against the United States for co 
tion on “ccount of injuries arigg 
the Fei ‘n Raids, regretted t 
for call.’ g attention + 
He referr 1 to the steps 
Initiation O. fb geleteidde 
and stated th 
members whi 
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the Dominion than we were entitled to, 
still felt that there might have been 
urgent circumstances to justify that pre- 
cipitancy and that departure from the 
courtesy which should have regulated the 
intercourse between the two Governments. 
When the resolutions of the hon. member 


for Sherbrooka were under discussion, ib. 


was felt that a very delicate crisis had ar- 
rived which called for forbearance on the 
part of the House. He thought the 
House had perhaps taken an over 
generous view of that subject, but he 
would not criticize 1t now. 

He had listened with great attention to 
the remirks of the Minister of Justice 


and he might say, as regards the Treaty, 


that he most fully recognized the 
importance of the reservations 
which he [Sir John] had made. We could 
not be blind to the result of recent events 
in Kurope which had rendered the position 
of Great Britain somewhat critical, nor 
could we disguise from ourselves the deep 
interest we had in the settlement of all 
questions between England and the Unit: 
ed States, especially seeing the large un- 
dertakings entered upon and proposed 
by Canada, and he was willing to make 
large concessions for the sake of peace, 
but these must not be suchas would affect 
the honor of the country- He did not in- 
tend to discuss, however, the merits or de- 
- merits of the 'lreaty, but would confine 
his remarks to the matter indicated in his 
resolutions. He frankly admitted that 
up toa certain point the conduct of the 


Government in respect. to the Fenian | 


claims was such 2s commended itself to 
his judgment. He had no fault to find 
with the language used by the Canadian 
Government in their despatches to the 
British Government, and was bound to say 
that it would be difficult to use plainer 
language than that the Privy Council had 


seen tit, and justly, to use. He b-lieved 
that all would acknowledge that 
the Government had _ called atten- 
tion to these demands in good time 


He found that the correspondence had 
been commenced as early as 1868 and the 
papers brought down showed that it had 
been kept up, and after perusing it he 
s~ht the Government were .t to 
swant of plain speakir ° He 


scuage in the M ates of 
of 28th July, 7571, with 


‘aims, 
was in full 
to be any 
overnment 
hat although 


} 


bear calling attentio: .40 the | 


to Ahe effect | 
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istence for nearly seven years, it did not 
appear that Her Majesty's Government 
had made any vigorous effort to induce 
the Government of the United States 
to perform 
desired tu live with them on 
terms of amity and who during the Civil 
War performed all the duties of neutrals 
to the expressed satisfaction of the Gov. 
ernment of the United States, but that, on 
the contrary, while it was the general 
opinion of the people of Canada thit the 
Governmert of the United States neglect- 
ed until much too late, to take measures 
to prevent the raid of 1870, Her Majesty’s 
Government hastened to acknowledge the 
prompt action of the President and to 
thank him for it. He (Mr. Cartwright) 
did not know that we couldask for much 
stronger language than that, and regretted 
that the Government should have seen fit 
to change their ground afterwards, and 
should have concurred in the withdrawal 
of the Fenian claims, not in the general 
interests of the Empire, but solely for the 
sake of a small pecuniary advantage to 
assist them in building the Pacific Railway. 
He would be the last man to encourage 
extravagance, but he would say that he 
would rather see the country deluged 
with irredeemable paper currency ten 
times over than that they should have had 
recourse to such measures. He did not 
blame the Canadian Government alto- 
gether for this, but contended that the 
present Government in Englandin making 
the English people pay for damages done 
by American citizens was humiliating to 
the English nation, and unless the feeling 
had changed in England there would be 
such an expression of feeling as would 
startle the Government of Mr. Gladstone 
trom the indifference with which they have 
regarded these matters hitherto. He did 
not believe that afirm expression of our 
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claims would have exsper- 
ated the minds of the American 
Commissioners, but was convinced that 


the step that had been taken woull be an 
incentive of the Fenian organizition to 
renew their murderous work. Up to the 
present he admitted that we had been 
tolerably well protected against. these 
incursions, owing however more .to the 
incompetence and cowardliness of the 
Feniin leaders than to the competence of 
those who were sent to Oppose them, He 
regretted the course the Government had 
taken in obtaining the guarantee as one of 
a sordiil and humiliating character. He 
thought an Imperial guarantee might 
reasonably be given for the Pacific Rail- 
way. He mentioned that the British 


en in ex-/| Comnussioners threw away their whole 


its duty to a people who. 


ee ee eee ee 


865 


case when they allowed their more crafty 
American brethren to throw out the 
Fenian clains. By what argument could 


Fenian 


the United states have enforced 
their claims which we could not 
more strongly urge in our case. 


Did any man believe tiat the United 
States would have respected Great Britain 
less, or us less; or that a less favorable 
treaty would have been arranged if our 
claims had been pressed? He could not 
but feel that: a very grave question was 
opened up by this. He could not but feel 
that if we should ask for damages on ac- 
count of another raid we should be placed 
in avery bad position. With what force 
could a British Minister ask damages from 
the United States for other Fenian raids 
after what had taken place.. He then 
went on to deprecate the mistaken feeling 
which existed in England towards Canada, 
and in conclusion saim he would rather 
take a dollar and an apology from the 
United States than a million of compen- 
sation from England. 

Mr. ROSS (Prince HKdward) desired to 
say a few words as seconder of the motion. 
He fully agreed in the wording of the 
resolutions and in the sentiments ex- 
‘pressed by the mover. He had been glad 
‘to support the Government in their manly 
protest against the Fenian raids, as shewn 
in the communication from the Privy 
Council to the Imperial Government now 
before the House, but when they 
backed down and proposed a money 
- payment by England for the 
loss sustained by Canada in life and pro- 
perty, atthe hands of scoundrels who 
came over to murder our people, he could 
not sustain them. He considered this 
matter the most important of all those 
laid before the Commissioners, and com- 
plained that the ciaim should have been 
withdrawn simply because the American 
Commissioners objected to it. The loss to 
Canada on account of this matter since 
1863 would amount to $10,000,000, for it 
was no small matter t2 call out twenty or 
thirty thousand men and drill them yearly, 
and at a time when they were most wanted 
at home, and all fora paltry sum of 50 
cents a day and rations. With regard to 
the last raid into Manitoba, he thought 
the whole matter had been most dis- 
gracefully managed,and must:condemn the 
action of ithe Lt,-Governor. He hoped the 
motion and the resolutions would pass, 
althouzh he did not desire to condemn 
either the Canadian or the Imperial Gov- 
ernment. (Laughter). 

On the motion that the Speaker should 
leave the chair being put 

Hon Sir Geo, E. CARTIER rose and 
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said—He much regretted that the mover 
had not waited until the whole of the 
questions connected with the ‘Treaty 
were under discussion, so. that it 
could be dealt with ina tangible way. 
The principal object of the motion was not 
so much to censure the Canadian as the 
Imperial Government. It has been stated, 
both here and in the English Parliament 
that what was done at Washington was 
under the direction and immediate re- 
sponsibility of the British Cabinet. No 
doubt the people of Canada might have 
been better pleased ifit had been possible 
that the indemnity for the Fenian losses 
could have been paid out ofthe Amert- 
can Excheguer, but Canada could not 
direct, the English Cabinet in the matter. 
The Government of Canada had repre- 
sented the matter in such a clear and 
strong manner, that really the mover 
might be suspected of having drawn his 
words and sentiments from the language 
used by the Government as laid before the 
House. Of course the House had full 
liberty to discuss the matter, but it was 
scarcely fair to censure the Imperial 
Ministers when they could not be present 
to defend themselves. Was it English to 
doso? ‘Then there was another point in 
which he must complain of the observa. 
tions of his hon. friend. He had listened 
with great regret to expressions which 
tended to indicate that the active militia 
of Canada had not done their duty intelli- 
gently and well in expelling the Fenian 
invasion. | 

Mr, CARTWRIGHT said he had not in- 
tended anysuch meaning. Ha had spoken 
only of the incapacity of some of the lead- 
ers, but had not specified whether they 
were volunteers or regulars. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER said let 
the hon. gentleman attack hiwu in any 
manly way, and he would see whether he 
(Sir George} was not able to defend himself 
(lau ghter.) 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT said he must admit 
that he believed the hon. gentleman: had 
pluck enough for anything (renewed laugh- 
ter.) 

Hott Sir GEORGE E, CARTIER said he 
must thank his hon. friend for so kind an 
expression, but he believed that the vol- 
unteers had quite as much pluck as he 
himself had, and he must deny that there 
was any waut of intelligence or bravery on 
the part either of the officers or the men 
who had gone out to meet the Fenians. 
The hon. member had implied that Cana- 
da was saved more by the awkwardness of 
the invaders than by the ability of her 
defeiders. He denied this, but if the hon. 
gentleman believed such to be the case 
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why did not he, who was possessed of such 
intelligence and powers of organization, 
why did he not endeavor to mend matters. 
He hoped this would be the last complaint 
of the kind from the hon. gentleman, for 
otherwise he should fee] disposed to sub- 
mit a direct resolution to the House, io 


force the honourable member _ to 
join the force and assist in _ its 
organization. (Great laughter) ‘Then 


again the hon. gentleman had dwelt on 
the humiliation felt by England on ac- 
count of having to settle the losses of 
Canada. But he contended ihat there 
was no room for such humiliation, but 
that England, by her whole conduct in the 
matter, and by the action of the Commis- 
sioners, and by the apology she had 
Offered at the commencement of the pro- 
ceedings for anything in which she might 


have been in the wrong, had raised the | 


English character still higher before the 
whole world. As to the action of the 
Canadian Government, all they could do 
was to present their claims to England, this 
they had done, and England at first deter- 
mined to press them, but she afterwards 
took on herself the responsibility of with- 
drawing them. This had been admitted by 
both Mr. Gladstone and Lord Granville, 
and as a matter of course in assuming the 
responsibility of withdrawing the claims of 
Canada, they assumed the payment of 
any indemnity which Canada had a right 
to expect from the United States. It 
must also be borne in mind that England 
had incurred equal expense with Canada 
inthe matter, and, therefore, if she had 
pressed the claims of Canada, she must 
have pressed her own also, and, therefore, 
when England forbore to press her own 
claims and further resumed the responsi- 
. bility of withdrawing those of Canada, what 
further could the Canadian Government 
doin the matter. He thought the Im. 
perial guarantee should be well consid- 
ered and weighed by the House, for 
Canada required that her great putlic 
works should be known  through- 
out the world, and this guarantee 
was the best evidence that could possibly 
be adduced to prove to the United States 


and to the world that England intended | 


to continue her connection with, and her 
protection of, the Dominion. No doubt the 
English Government might have carr.ed a 
direct vote of money to pay Canada’s 
claim, for there were doubtless many who 
would rather have seen that than such an 
evidence of England’s intention to stand 
by Canada, but was not the arrangement 
now proposed the best? The guarantee 
had reference to the Fenian claim only, 
and, was not, as the hon. mover had de- 


Hon. Sir G. E. Oariter. 
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sired to shew, conditional on the accept- 
ance of the whole ‘l'reaty. Under the cir- | 
cumstances, and considering the terms of — 
the resolution, he hoped the House would ~ 
agree with him that it was utterly irre- 
levant. 4 
Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL said although to 
a very great extent he ,agreed with the 
sentiments of the hon. mover, he could — 
not but consider the resolutionsirrelevant, 
as the House could not affirm them in the © 
shape presented and then (as appeared to 
be the intention) the Treaty with all its de- 
pendent arrangements. The hon. gentle- 
man seemed to propose a want of confidence 
in the Imperial Government, while at 
the same time he did not seem to com- 
plain very much of the Canadian Govern- — 
ment, for he admitted they stood up for 
the rights of Canada, and had urged their — 
views with vigor, and well on the Imperial 
Government. Well this was not success- _ 
ful ‘The Imperial Government did not — 
consider that in view of all the circum. — 
stances connected with the Alabama — 
difficulty it was expedient to urge a claim — 
for compensation for the Fenian raids. — 
They decided deliberately and it must be 
assumed that they acted honestly and — 
with a true sense of their responsibility as — 
acting on behalf of the Empire. ‘The hon. — 
gentleman (Mr. Cartwright) seemed to 
think otherwise, however, and proposed — 
to censure them, but in the absence of all — 
the facts and considerations present to — 
the mind of the Imperial Government — 
and the Commissioners, he (Mr. McDougall) 
did not feel disposed to pronounce, as a 
member of that House, in such a positive - 
form as that involved in the resolutions, 
and he could not but think them inexpe: 
dient and impolitic, and that there was 
nothing to be gained by affirming them. 
He considered they might suit the hust-— 
ings or might be properly discussed in the 
press, but that that House was rather to- 
pass laws and affirm practical propositions. | 
Expressing regret and humiliation was all — 
very well as rhetoric, but what was to- 
follow— was the English Cabinet to resign 
(laughter and cheers). The second reso- 
lution he thought was contradictory. It 
first expressed regret that Engiand should 
indemnify Canada for losses sustained at- 
the hands of the citizens of a Foreign State 
and added as a reason, that the raids — 
resulted irom feelings of hostility to Eng- 
land and not to Canada, ‘To him this 
seemed really a reason why England 
should pay. 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT said the resolutions 
censured the course of action taken by 
the Government for the reason that it was 
a direct incentive to renewed outrages. — 
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Hon, Mr. McDOUGALL said that that 
was one of the reasons, but the reason 
given for the middle proposition, de- 
stroyed that for the first. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT said the reasons were 
threefold,—tirst, that the action was im. 
politic in itself; second, that it was humil- 
lating to the English people; and third, 
that it was an incentive to, renewed out- 
rages. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL could not ad. 
mit that the conclusions were deducible 
from the reasons. He did not think that 
the English Government or people were 
indifferent to the fact that the inters 
national obligations of the United States 
to Canada, had not been observed with 
the strictness that Canada had a right to 
expect. The tone of the English press 
and the speeches in Parliament would 
not warrant such a conclusion, and he 
must say it would be impolite and un- 
gracious to affirm such a resolution. There 
seemed to be some confusion on the sub- 
ject of the Fenian losses. 

He believed there was a new ground for 
the objection raised by the American 
Commissionners, that the matter was not 

included in the order of reference—but 
assuming that it might have been in« 
cluded, had the Americans asserted it, 
it must be admitted that the losses were 
_ entirely inferential, and were sustained 
by the Government. Of course the loss 

of life was direct and serious enough, but 
the amount of money lost must have been 

trifling, while the great bulk of the claim 
consisted in the expenses incurred in the 
invasions and threats of invasion and in 
arming the volunteers and other pre- 

‘parations. The claim was therefore in 
its very nature inferential, though on a 

previous occasion the member for Lamb- 

ton taunted the Government because they 
presented the claim in a consequential 
form, but in what other forms could that 
have been presented in. If therefore the 

Commissioners had insisted that the 

claim should be received and disposed 

of, the very same principleand the very 
same argument would have applied 


to the immense claims of the 
United States for consequential 
damages in connection with the 
Alabama, and it had etruck him at 


the time that the English Government 
had acted most judiciously in withdrawing 
the claim, so that there could be no 
argument to support a claim for conse- 
quential damages. He thought the 
claim of Canada against the Imperial 
Government to have some recognition of 
her losses was a good one, as we were not 
the provoking parties, and the invasion 
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was not against Canada, but was an attack 

on andan insult to the British flag over 
our heads, and this being so our fellow 
subjects in the other parts of the Empire 

were bound to contribute their share of 
our loss, and he could see nothing hu- 
miliating or undignified in the matter. 

Years ago Canada had been proud to 
assist the Empire in the struggle against 
Russia, and had boasted of it, and so now 
there was no humihation in asking Eng- 

land to assist her in some way. Assuming 
then that England offered us her guaran- 

tee for the sum that had been named, in 
connection with the Fenian losses alone, 

he could not see that she could do more, 

and thought that we should accept it 

thankfully, and as an evidence that the 

people and Government of England were 

prepared to strengthen the bonds of 
connection between them and us, and 
that they entered into a new alliance 
with us, with a desire to show their sym- 

pathy and good will towards their fellow 
subjects in Canada. In this sense the 
offer would be received by all loyal sub- 
jects, though he in no degree doubted the 
loyalty of the mover of the resolution, 

but. that gentleman had lapsed into a 

complaining mood lately. He referred as 
an instance to the action of Mr. Cart-. 
wright in his vote of censure last Session 
in the matter of withdrawal of the troops, 

and he hoped the hon. member would 
perceive that it was neither expedient or 

proper to ask the House to affirm a reso- 

lution expressing regret because the lm- 
perial Government deemed it proper to 
arrange our Fenian losses in a manner 
different from that we desired. (Loud 

Cheers.) 

It being six o'clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne) resumed the 
debate. He said he could not support 
the motion. It was not avowedly a motion 
of non-confidence, and if it declared a 
want of confidence in any body it was in 
the British Government. He did not alto- 
gether approve ot England’s mode of 
treating this country in respect to the 
withdrawal ot the troops; but it was no 
use indulging in recriminations in view of 
the arrangement now in progress. Such 
recriminations could only do us harm, and 
they certainly could do us no good. The 
motion was inconsistent with itself, be- 
cause, in the first place, it blamed England 
for withdrawing our claims at Washington, 
and in the next, because it alleges that 
we had no claims upon England. The 
House would be doing wrong in throwing 
taunts at the Mother Country, or passing 
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resolutions which would cast a slur upon 
her honour. 

Mr. HARRISON said that viewing the 
fact that we are about to build a great 
inter-oceanic railway, in which work we 
were expecting to receive Imperial aid, 1t 
would be short-sighted policy to pass a 
resolution of this kind. The hon. gen- 
tleman who introduced it had said that 
the subject was an unpleasant one. He 
quite concurred with the hon. gentleman 
in that opinion, and he would ask why 
introduce unpleasant subjects for discus- 
sion, in this House, if no good were to 
arise from the discussion. (Hear, hear). 
He quite agreed with the mover of the 
resolution with regard to Canada possess~ 
ing a good claim for these Fenian outrages, 
and whenever he had occasion to say any- 
thing in the House upon tbe subject he 
liad always asserted that these expeditions 
were simply and solely outrages of the 
worst kind, and that they were breaches 
of International law, and that it was a 
wrong against the country to have per- 
mitted these men openly to band them- 
selves together in the United States with- 
out any disposition having been shown to 
keep them in check or to prevent them 
injuring life and property in this country. 
He had always felt that when the United 
States Government did interfere, it was 
only when their interference was no longer 
required ; and in those cases where they 
had arrested these marauders instead 
of punishing them, they had liberated 
them after a short imprisonment which 
was little more than a farce. Under these 
circumstances, he quite agreed that it was 
right for the Canadian Government to 
have brought under the attention of the 
Imperial Government the question of our 
right to compensation for these inroads. 
That was exactly what the Government 
had done. They had brought the matter 
before the Imperial Government in lan- 
guage thai was strong and emphatic, and 
they had done all that was in its power in 
order to obtain redress. The hon. gen- 
tleman had said, however, that he did not 
by this resolution intend to blame the 
Imperial Government. Who then was to 
be blamed? If no one was to be blamed, 
if the resolution was to effect nothing, 
why had it been brought up for discussion 
at all. In fact it was neither more nor 
less than a censure of the Imperial Goy- 
ernment. Well, if it would lead to the 
downfall of the Gladstone Government, 
he (Mr. Harrison) would support it with 
all his might. (Hear, hear). It was not 
pretended, however, that it would have 
that, or indeed any effect. The House 
knew that these claims had not been 
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withdrawn except for Government reasons, — 
that it was not from cowardice or from any _ 
other unworthy motive. [he Imperial. q 
Government had failed to press them. © 
In taking the responsibility of withdraw- 
ing them, the Imperial Government adi: ¥ 
mitted the right of Canada to compensax — 
tion. While then we had a right to look ~ 
to England for that compensation because . 
she had taken the responsibility of pre- 
venting our seeking payment from the ~ 
United States, it was our duty, remem- 
bering the motherly kindness of the 
people of England, to make the burthen 
lie as lightly upon them as possible. The 
mode of settlement proposed by the Goy- 
ernment just met this condition. It gave 
us in Canada a great benefit, and it com- — 
pensated us for our losses while it cost — 
the Mother Country nothing atall. The — 
mover of the resolution had objected to — 
this settlement, saying England might as 
well pay the money as/ endorse paper 
for Canada. Well, he (Mr. Harrison) would — 
not be above endorsing paper himself for | 
Canada, (laughter) for he believed such an — 
operation would not be only pleasant but — 
entirely safe. It was impossible that — 
the liability England was incurring would © 
ever become an actual liability. As for © 
Fenian marauders again troubling our ~ 
country, he had no apprehen-ions on that — 
score. Entertaining these views, first, that — 
the resolution was more mischievous than ~ 
useful, and, second, that it censured the © 
Imperial Government when censure was — 
out of place, he would move the follow. 
ing amendment :—‘‘ That this House does ~ 
not consider that the interests of the Do- © 
minion will be promoted or the relations 
nuw happily existing between the Mother 
Country strengthened, by an expression 
of opinion on the subject of the with. 
drawal of the Fenian claims by the Impe- 
rial Government before the Joint High ~ 
Commission.”’ 
Hion. Mr. MACKENZIE thought that 
the hon. gentlemen opposite, acting in 
their capacities as representatives of the 
people and as the governing bodies of 
this country, had no hesitation in declaim- 
ing on the policy of ihe Imperial Govern- — 
ment, for they had told them to their face” 
that they disapproved of the course taken — 
with regard to the Fenian claims. It — 
seemed, however, to be considered quite | 
right for the Canadian Government to cen- 
sure the Imperial Government in the 
matter, but quite wrong for the House to 
give expression to its feeling as bearir 
hard upon the Imperial policy. ) 
thought anything the Cabinet could do, — 
the House also could by the expressions 
of individual members, and a clear ex- 
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‘pression of public opinion which: would 

more justifiable than the expression of 
the Ministry in their individual capacity. 
The argument of the hon. member for 
Lanark was complete, except it begged 
the premises. He had said that the entire 
claims for the Fenian raids were conse- 
_ quential. The entire amount was not con- 
sequential, but real and direct damages, 
and could be assessed as fairly as the loss 
' of any vessel destroyed by the Alabama. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL—What are 
they ? 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—There is an 
-.amount of $70,000 for goods destroyed 
_ and compensation due to the relatives of 
those who fell. , r 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL—I referred to 
those. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—Yes, but not 
as direct damages. It was not, however, 
_@mere question of money. He had al- 
ways treated that as of much less conse 
quence than the continued irruptions into 
_ our country by these marauders, and the 
~-condonation of their offences. His hon. 
_ friend the member for West Toronto had 
_ said they all knew how our brave volun 
_ teers had come to the front when. danger 
_ threatened ; That was quite true; they 

came in 1866, for he (the speaker) was 
there as a volunteer with the rest, but 
_ they came back in 1870 and again in 1871, 

and they may come in 1872 or 1873. 


In consequence of the policy adopted . 


towards these marauders, they are led to 
_ say—* the United States will not imprison 
us, and if they do the courts will pardon 
us. The Government of Great Britain 
will snot insist Qpon the United States 
_ Making any apology or reparation; and 
_ all that can happen will be that the Gas 
_ tadian Government will demand indem- 
nity of the British Government,” &c. 
This had a direct tendency to lead these 
people to continued incursions into our 
country. He was prepared to support a 
motion to go into» Committee on 
this question. He did not care what shape 
the resolution took, but as long as the 
Bouse had to deal with great expendi. 
tures of money for irruptions by these 
Marauders, “and so long as our Commis- 
Sioners took so wrong a ground as they 
Seem to have taken, he considered the 
Whole matter was one for discussion of 
this House. 
Sir ALEXANDER GALT did not think 
the consideration of this subject would be 
mixed up with:that of the Treaty, as had 
been said by several hon. members. It 
was, perhaps, unavoidable that one should 
be connected with the other, although 
the mover of the resolution was not res- 
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ponsible for the discussion having taken 
the direction it had. The question really 
was, whether this House, as representa- 
tives of the people of Canada, had any 
right to express an opinion on a matter of 
Imperial policy. Upon that point, he 
thought the argument was wholly with his 
hon. friend the member for Lennox. As 
had been stated by the member for Lamb- 
ton, the Government had assumed the 
right to criticize the Imperial Govern. 
ment, and surely this House, which was 
the author of their power, had an equal 
right to criticiseit. In truth the House was 
constantly expressing opinions upon Im; 
perial matters by passing addresses of con: 
gratulations and otherwise, and if it could 
congratulate in one case it must certainly 
have a right to censure 1n another, espe- 
cially when it had reason to believe that 
Canadian interests had been neglected, 
Besides if the House did not express its 
Opinions with regard to the withdrawal of 
these claims, the Imperial Government 
might assume that this country was satis- 
fied ; but so far from that being the case, a 
very strong feeling existed throughout 
the country that this was a matter which 
should have been urged _ strongly 
by the Home Government. That 
was the feeling when these outrages 
were committed, and however time might 
affect the popular sentiment there was 
still a strong ccnviction that Canada had 
claims which could not be overlooked. 
Lhe action of the Commission, was to for- 
bear to press them, but he thought they 
had exceeded their duty when in addition 
to this they had given as a reason that 
they were of an indirect and inferential 
character. He presumed the reason they _ 
did that was to avoid establishing a prece- 
dent for consequential damages in the 
Alabama case; but he did not think the 
cases were analogous, and at any rate the 
American Government had put in, and 
the British Government had allowed them 
to put in claims to cover the expenditure 
caused by fitting out cruisiers to pursue 
the Alabama. If the Canadian claims, 
therefore, had not been admitted, we had 
a right to expect that consequential 
claims arising from the Alabama would 
have beenfaeclared equally inadmissible. 
(Hear, hear). His own opinion was that 
the House should go into committee on 
the resolution of the hon. member for 
Lennox. He (Sir A. T. Galt) was not pre- 
pared to go to the full length of the reso- 
lution, but he was prepared to say that 
he regretted that the claims had. been 
withdrawn, and was further: prepared to 
gay perhaps that some of these words 
might be modified, but he thought as an 
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expression of opinion that the resolution 
was only what was in the minds of every 
one in this country less than two years ago. 
He did not wish to go into any of the 
the questions that might suggest them~ 
selves in connection with the subject. 
Perhaps they would come up more pro- 
perly when the Treaty itself was under 
discussion. He did think when the coun- 
try felt so deeply with regard to the Fe. 
nian claims, and when there wis no assu- 
rance as to what would be done in the 
future if these raids were repeated, it 
would be a subject of regret to the coun- 
try, if not to the House, if the matter 
were left in the position in which it now 
stood. 

Hon. Col. GRAY would not have risen 
had it not been for the remarks of his hon. 
friend from Sherbrooke. He had never 
read the history of Canada or of any 
public man with greater interest than he 
had heard the utterances of the hon. gen- 
tleman. When he was a member of the 
Government it was proposed to the Im- 
perial Government to interfere in the 
course which the Government of Canada 
thought it best to pursue in the interests 
of this country; the hon, gentleman said 
that they would not adopt any course 
unless they were allowed to manage this 
country with reference to the interests of 
its people, Ifit was sound in us to adopt as 
principle that the Imperial Government 
could not interfere in any matter in which 
the interests of this country were solely 
concerned, he thought the same rule 
applied to us, when the Imperial Govern- 
ment decides upon a policy for the Km- 
pire. The hon. member for Lanark had 
put the question to the House in a clear 
and able manner. He then quoted the 
first resolution, to which he said the Im. 
perial Government would reply that we 
had no right to pass it unless we were 
prepared to represent the Empire. The 
member for Lennox had said that it was 
not the opinion of the British people, but 
of the Government; but the Government 
represented the people, and whether we 
agree with Mr. Gladstone or not, so long 
as he commands a majority of the House 
of Commons, he must be taken to repre- 
sent the people, and to speak for them. 
He thought that this Parliament had a 
perfect right to make representations to 
England, and there was no question which 
affected the interests of this country more 
than a general desire to have an under» 
standing in reference to the Fenian raids 
in the past and assurances of their pre- 
vention in the future; but he doubted if 
the resolution of the hon. member for 
Lennox was the correct mode of express- 
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ing the opinion of Canada. He thought 
the motion, which he seconded, was a sub- 
stantial motion to come up on this occa- — 
sion. He agreed with the member for — 
Lambton that the proper time for dis» 
cussion on the matter was when the ~ 
bill was under discussion. He could not 
agree with the hon. member for Terre- — 
bonne as to the error of the Imperial — 
Government in withdrawing the troops. 
He thought they were bound to consider 
the Imperial interests, and so long as — 
Canada had the assurance that by main- 
taining a good and active militia, she will, 
should necessity arise, be supported by ~ 
the whole force of the Empire surely she ~ 
ought to be satisfied. When the Fenian 
raids occurred the Imperial troops in the — 
country assisted to drive the marauders — 
back at the expense of the Empire and ~ 
would do so again should necessity arise. — 
Pecuniary compensation being now the 
mode of settling all disputes and claims, — 
he thought the Government were justified — 
in the course they had taken. # 
Mr. STREET thought it was to be re- 
gretted that this matter of the Fenian ~ 
claims had not been strenuously urged. 
We all felt thata wrong had been done, 
and that it would be a cause for gladness ~ 
if the American people, who had supported — 
the Fenian movement, had been called to — 
pay for the damage that had been done ~ 
and that 1t would be a cause for gladness, 
if the American people, who had support- — 
ed the Fenian movement, had been called — 
to pay for the damage that had been done © 
by those outrages. He did not, however, — 
think it expedient at the present time to — 
discuss the question of the withdrawal of — 
these claims. The resolution was, in point — 
of fact, a direct condemnation of the Gov- | 
ernment, and the people of England, and — 
he did not think, under the circumstances, — 
that it was one this House should pass. — 
Holding these views it was his intention to — 
support the amendment of his hon. 
friend, and he only hoped that the amend- ~ 
ment would meet the approbation of the 
House. Of course the great question 
which was involved in this matter would — 
come up for consideration at another time, 
when the House would be able to speak — 
more fully than in discussing the subject — 
piecemeal: <Hear, hear). we 
Mr. MILLS said they had been told that 
the Fenian raids were made upon Cad) 
nada from hostility to Great Britain, and 
that, because Great Britain controlled the — 
matter, and should have pressed the 
United States for compensation, we must 
now look to the Mother Country for re- — 
paration, He thought the object of Ca — 
nada should be to substantiate the posi- 
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tion taken, and that the American Gov- 
ernment should guarantee that they 
would exercise diligence in the future; 
but he considered that, by accepting a 
money consideration from the Imperial 
Government, Canada would put it out of 
her power to deal with any matter of the 
kind in the future. He referred to the 
acts of Southern refugees during the civil 
war in the United States, and the demand 
of the American Government for the extra: 
dition of Barby and the St. Alban’s raid - 
ers, and thought the Government should 
have demanded the extradition of O'Neil 
after the Fenian invasion of Manitoba, He 
knew that the Americans were afraid that 
such a demand would be made, as they 
felt that it could not be refused if made. 
He could not see on what ground the 
resolutions of the member for Lennox 
could be opposed, It could not be ex- 
pected that Canada would submit to Fe- 
nian raids for the next 15 or 20 years be- 
cause England will endorse her paper. He 
considered that the proposition of the Gov- 
ernment was to sell the honour of the 
country for a certain consideration. 

__ Hon. Dr. TUPPER thought a stranger 
entering our legislative halls for the first 
time would find a good deal of difficulty 
in ascertaining the position of public 
affairs by listening to the speeches of how. 
gentlemen opposite. The least thing they 
would have expected, after listening to 
the very animated address of the hon. 
member for Lennox, would have been a 
frank, fair, manly statementof the facts as 
‘they existed. What were they? Canada, 
a dependency, and a very strong depend- 
ency of the British Crown: Canada, a 
country fostered through long years of 
infancy and childhood to man’s estate, 
‘Was invaded by a lawless band. ‘The 
Imperial Government expected that they 
would be prepared to strike in their own 
defence, as Canada did strike; but they 
gave her the aid of the Imperial forces 
at the expense of the Empire, and, having 
given that aid, and driven back the inva. 
lers, they at future stages pressed a claim 
for compensation to the country from 
whence the invasion came. The House 
need not be told, after the able exposition 
of the first minister, that England consi- 
ae it to be of the greatest interest to 
Canada and the Empire that all questions 
sould be between the two countries 


hould be settled, and any one who heard 
t speech must be convinced that if 
‘there was one question more than another 
hat rendered the parent state anxious for 
a settlement of matters, it was the con- 
Yiction that a struggle between the two 
Countries, however comparatively unim- 
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portant to the parent state, would be a 
matter of vital importance to the younger 
couniry. England was prepared, at almost 
any sacrifice, to endeavour to arrange the 
whole of the questions on which they were 
at issue with the United States. She 
assumed the responsibility of instructing 
the Commissioners to withdraw the claim 
for Fenian losses rather than break up 
the whole negotiations, and leave her 
relations ia regard to this continent in 
the same unfortunate position in which 
they before stood. By the act of repre- 
sentation of the claim, they committed 
the Imperial character to it as just and 
legitimate; and by taking the responsi- 
bility of withdrawing that claim which 
was admitted, both by Lord Granville and 
Mr. Gladstone, they were prepared to 
assume the consequences and provide 
that Canada should not be precluded from 
compensation for injuries done to her, 
Was there in this anything that Canada 
could properly complain of? No; if there 
ever was an act committed by the Imperial 
Government that deserved the confidence 
and support of Canada it was the present, 
The Government of Canada felt that they 
had a right under the circumstances ; in 
the first place that the Imperial Govern: 
ment should press for compensation on 
the Government of the United States, 
which was. done; and in the second, that 
should that compensation not be obtained, 
they had a right tosome reparation at the 
hands of the Imperial Government. ‘The 
result of the application was stated by the 
Minister of Finance, viz: that Canada 
would receive compensation to thé extent 
of $600,000 a year. If Canada had to go into 
the market for the large loan necessary to 
carry out her great public works her credit 
must have sustained a rude shock; but 
instead of thatshe would go side by side 
with England, and the result was the 
saving he had named. Was it nothing to 
the taxpayers and people of Canada that 
they could say, that, having suffered by 
those lawless invasions, and England hav- 
ing, in the interest of the Empire, felt it 
unwise under the circumstances to press 
their claim—which she admitted as just— 
they were compensated to the extent of 
$600,000 a year? Were these the circum- 
stances under which the Parliament of 
Canada should say to the Imperial Govern- 
ment, ‘‘ We think this is a time to censure 
you?” No; such a sentiment would re- 
ceive a response whether inside or out- 
side of the House. No man could be so 
lost to the interests of the country as to 
take such a view, and to say, ‘‘*we do not 
wish imperial aid in the construction of 
our public works: we de not want any 
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partnership.’ It had been said by 
the mover of the resolution that the 
action of England would tend to encour- 
age raids on Canada, but no rational 
man could possibly accept such a state~ 
ment. England has shown that she con- 
sidered our claims just, but that, failing 
to obtain redress for us, she was prepared 
to discharge the obligation herself, and 
to discharge it with no niggard hand, but 
in a way which, while it involved no pay- 
ment by her taxpayers, was none the less 
valuable 1o Canada. Would such a guas 
rantee of protection as this encourage 
oppression? It had been alleged that 
another raid had already taken place; but 
let it be compared with former ones. In 
the latter case the United States soldiers 
were employed to arrest the movement, 
and the prisoners, though at first released, 
were at the present moment under arrest 
for a new trial. He had listened with 
sreat pain to some of the remarks of the 
member for Lennox, who had shown such 
anxiety to assail the Imperial Govern- 
ment. It would have been much more 
manly if the hon. member had brought 
his motion forward as a direct attack 
on the Government of Canada, for the 
action of the Imperial Government was at 
the instance of the Canadian Govern- 
ment, and, if there was any ‘ignomy,’’ 
the term used by the member for Lennox, 
attached to the matter at all, it rested 
with the Government of Canada. The 
hon. member had made a bold, unfortu- 
nate and ineffectual motion, and he had 
only couched his motion in its present 
form because he knew that the Canadian 
Government had the full confidence and 
support of the people, who would sustaiu 
the manly attitude they had assumed, and 
had attempted to assail the Parliament of. 
Ex gland, 3,000 miles away. The remarks 
of the hon. gentleman had implied that 
Canada could not take care of herself. He 
had cast an indelible slur on a force the 
country might be proud of; and if any- 
thing would tend to induce invasion, it 
was the utterance of the hon. gentleman 
himself, iurther than this, he attempted 
to tear down ihe credit of the country by | 
saying that England might as well have | 
paid the money as put her name to the 
bond, and if the hon. gentleman’s finan- 
cial statements had any authority, san 4 
would tend to strike down the credit of 
the country. If the House was true to 
itself and to Canada, it would vote down 
this bold, uncalled for, wunqualitied 
attempt to shake the good feeling that 
now existed between Canada and the 
Mother Country. (Loud cheers.) 

Mr. BLAKE then said: So we are open 
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io approve but not condemn. He did 
not doubt that if any independent member 
had been 1ash enough to propose a motion 
to the effect tuat the withdrawal of the 
Fenian claim was highly advantageous to — 
the interests of the country, non. gentle-— 
men would have denied it very properly; 
but there was to be no whisper of disap - 
probation, He had shared the feeling — 
that a debate on this subject would con-— 
flict with the debate on the Treaty, and 
for that reason he would have givena — 
silent vote but for the extraordinary 
speeches and the extraordinary amend: 
ment proposed, that it should be decided 
that the interests of the Dominion would 
not be promoted by an expression of 
opinion of the withdrawal of the Imperial 
claims. The fact was the mover 
of this amendment desired the matter — 
to be given up altogether, because 
he knew that an expression of opinion 
was sure to be unfavorable. The seconder 
of the amendment told them that m 
matters in which the Empire acted for us, | 
we had not the right to speak. ‘his, 
however, could not be, for the Govern 
ment of the day had told the Imperial 
Government in pretty plain terms what — 
they thought of the matter, whatever view 
might be taken in the discussion of the 
matter when the whole Treaty was before 
the House. The proposed amendment 
was one for whichno one could vote who 
had a proper sense of the independence 
and spirit of the country. They were not — 
prepared to stultify thems lves and decide - 
that they should not discuss a question of 
such vital consequence. ‘The leader of 
the Government informed them that a 
great concession had been made by Great 
Britain in raising her voice in protection 
of our fisheries, and that she had a right 
to cede the navigation ot the St. Lawrence, 
aye, and the soil of the country, aye, a 
the people of the country. As to the 
Fenian matter, however, he would read te 
the House what had been the action of the 
Government in the matter, and statea 
that the expressions were such that had 
he used them he would have been greeted 
with hisses, because, of course, all the 
loyalty was on the other side of the House. 
(Hear, hear.) He then read extracts from 
printed papers laid before Parliament, 
show how strong had been the manner if 
which the Government had urged the 
claim of Canada for losses on account ¢ 
the Fenian raids. Then, he continued, 4 
Commission was appointed; and what 
were the results? First, the Unite 

States demanded an expression of regr 
for the escape of the Alabama, and she g¢ 
that, Then she demanded the— ser 


Raids. 


akon) 
is 


-* 
Ke 


. 
2 
Le 
7 

‘. 


688i Fenian 
_ of new rules of international law, and she 
got tbat. Next she required the applica. 
tion of those new rules to the past acts, 
and that was given her. Qn the other 
hand the Fenian claims were presented ; 
_ claims in respect to the open organization, 
drilling, and arrangements by which the 
citizens of the United States were enabled 
to inflict raids and devastation on an un- 
offending country; claims differing in 
point of the enormity of the crime from 
any possible claim that could be imputed 
to the Imperial Government, as much as 
light from darkness; and yet although 
Mr. Secretary Fish had consented to the 
settlement Of all claims standing between 
an amicable relation of the two nations, 
the American Commissioners cooly object~ 
ed that these claims were not included, 
and the English Government, instead of 
insisting on their being dealt with allowed 
them to remain unconsidered He main- 


tained that the British Government must | 


have understood from the first that the 
claims would be withdrawn. A great deal 
_had been said about indirect damages but 

the question was not one of money at all. 
‘The question was what is the duty of the 
United States towards the people of this 
country? Anacknowledgment that there 
had been a failure to discharge those 
duties was what Canada wanted. The 
President of the Council urged that the 
fact of England bringing forward the claim 
admitted its justness. If this was correct, 
what must the deliberate abandonment of 
theclaim imply? He believed that the 
injuries infli:ted on Canada were not cal- 
culated, and that the assaults on our mans 
hood and honour which had been under- 
‘gone, the submission to the permission by 
the United States of these aggressions day 
‘after day, and year after year, without 
| proper demands for reparation, could. not 
be estim..ted in money; and further, that 
the disposal of the claim would render 
still greater the danger in the future. 
The claim being withdrawn, the people, 
desiring to punish England, would now 
know that their course was clear, and that 
all they had to do was to damage Canada 
and England would pay the bill. They 
were told by the hon. gentleman that 
‘here would be no difficulty now, in that 
the United States had done their 
duty on a recent occasion. But they 
Knew by the votes that this had cost one 
million dollars. He was not one of those 
who believed that this time anything was 
v be done by being mealey mouthed. 
He believed we should best achieve our 
Object by alittle plain speaking, and in 
hat view he agreed with the language 
used by the Government with reference to 
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the action of the Imperial Government in 
the matter; and because he agreed that a 
plain statement of the feeling of the 
people was best calculated to serve the 
interests of all parties, and he endorsed 
their action, and he therefore moved in 
amendment to the amendment to leave 
out all words in the amendment after 
‘‘ thereof,’’ and insert the following :— 

“ This House concurs with the view ex~ 
pressed by the Canadian Government with 
reference to the subject of the Fenian 
raids in their minute of Council, dated Ist 
July, 1870, in the following words :—‘The 
Committee of the Privy Council feel it 
their duty to express very strongly to your 
Excellency for the information of Her 
Majesty’s Government that deep sense 
entertained by the people of the Dominion 
of all shades of party, that they have not 
received from Her Majesty’s government 
that support and protection which, as 
loyal subjects of Her Majesty they have a 
right to claim; their minute of Council 
dated 28th July; 1872, in the following 
words—‘ The principal cause of difference 
between Canada and the United States 
has not: been removed by the Treaty, but 
remains 2 subject for anxiety ;’ and in the 
following words—‘ the fact that this Fenian 
organization is still in full vigour, and 
there seems no reason to hope that the 
United States. Government will perform 
iis duty to a friendly neighbour any better 
in the future than in the past, leads them 
to entertain a just apprehension that the 
outstanding subject of diiference with the 
Uniten States is one of all others which is 
of special importance tothe Dominion; 
and in the following words :—‘ The failure 
of the High Commissioners to deal with 
it has been one cause of the prevailing 
dissatisfaction with the Treaty of Washing- 
ton.’’’ (Loud cheers from opposition 
benches. 

Hon. sir J. A. MACDONALD said he was 
not one of those who set up the doctrine 
that we had not a right to disapprove of the 
action of the mother country. towards us. 
He claimed as a Canadian stateman, and 
as a Canadian, the right to criticise the 
conduct of the Imperial Government 
towards us; to commend where it met ap- 
probation, and to object to it if he found 


1t objectionable. ‘he question now was not 


whether there were no occasions when it 
was not open to us to condemn or to dis~ 
approve of the conduct of the Government, 
but whether this was an occasion when we 
ought todo so. While he said that he 
was quite ready to express disapprobation 


| of the conduct of the Imperial Govern. 
/ment, it scarcely rested in the mouths of 


hon, gentlemen opposite to do so. The 
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House would remember the howl that was 
raised by those gentlemen against his 
hon. friend beside him (Mr. Howe,) when 
he said that he did not approve of the 
conduct of Her Majesty’s Government ; 
how he was held up to public scorn as 
being a disloyal man ; how the member for 
Lambton spoke of him as a Canadian min. 
ister using such language; and yet we now 
heard him (Mr. Mackenzie,) going as far 
as his hon. friend, and still further, and 
joining with the hon member for Lennox 
in this censure of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. These gentlemen could be loyal 
when they thought it would suit the com- 
ing elections, and they could be disloyal 
in expression when it answered their pur- 
pose. He made nocharge against their 
personal loyalty ; but they should be judged 
by the society they kept, and if men be 
found advocating annexation, or that Can- 
ada and England should be two and not 
one, those men would be found ranking 
with the supporters of the hon. gentleman. 
Every man disloyal at heart fell into the 
ranks of the hon. gentlemen opposite, 
(cheers) and the reason was that they 
knew that those gentlemen would play 
with the subject of loyalty or disloyalty 
as they thought would best serve party 
purposes. He must say that, although his 
hon. friend from Sherbrooke in his remarks 
did but little to support the member for 
Lennox yet he was surprised at the course 
he took in saying that he supported the 
first resolution. What did this resolution 
say? That “this House regrets to learn 
that Her Majesty’s advisers have seen fit 
to assume the responsibility of withdraw- 
ing the claims of Canada against the 
United States for compensation on account 
of the Fenian raids.’’ His hon. friend had 
stated that he would vote for that resolu« 
tion, ani that he regretted that these 
claims were withdrawn ; yet last session he 
had stated that, under arrangements be.’ 
tween the two Governments, these claims 
would not be presented at all, and now he 
censures Her Majesty’s Government for 
not doing what he said they could not do. 
Ite (Sir John) had stated the other day 
that the miscarriage of the pressure of the 
claims of Canada on the part of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government commenced at an early 
stage; it commenced in the framing of the 
correspondence which led to the formation 
of the Commission. There was no doubt of 
this, and, although Sir Edward thornton 
stated to the Commission that he meant 
that correspondence to cover the Fenian 
claims, yet objection was taken by the 
United States Commissioners; and when 
the American Commissioners announced 
that they had come to that conclusion, 


Hon, Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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such a course had been taken the two na. 


_ being attacked for disloyalty, and his hon 
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and when they declined to take the resw 
ponsibility of receiving it as a new claim, 
the only course open to the British Com. 
missioners was to report the fact to the 
Imperial Government, and they had to 
concur in the view, otherwise England 
would have been obliged to say, ‘‘Because - 
you refuse to enter upon the discussion of 
those claims we will break off all negotia-— 
tions; we decline to settle the Alabama 
claims and we wil! allow the unhappy 
state of affairs to continue between the © 
two parties:’’ Did the hon. gentleman 
mean to say that he would desire tht 
consequence to follow? Did any one mean 
to say that it was not a great gain to Can. 
ada to have the Alabamaclaims settled? We — 
knew perfectly well that the Fenian claims 
would not be pressed as a vital question, as _ 
amatter of war; but that the Alabama — 
claims could be so pressed. If any honors — 
able member said that because the United 
States refused to pay the claims, England — 
should have broken off the negoti et 


') 


'* 


he must say that that man must be utterly 
regardless of the interests of Canada. If 


tions would have stood in a state of posi- 
tive hospitality, which state would 
have been changed into war when. 
ever England happened to be en- 
gaged in troubles elsewhere. What 
would become of Canada in case of 
such a war? Hedid not doubt that ] ng: 
land would be success*ul, and Canada as a 
portien of the Empire would share in the 
glory; but what would be the cost to a 
nada? Our fair fields would be made fields 
of blood, and our country would be ra- 
vaged, and all because at our request, and 
at our instance, England had refused to 
settle all the great causes cf hostility 
with the United States on the ground that 
they would not entertain the Fenian 
claims. The proposition was so monstrous 
that he could not help but feel that it 
was made in a spirit of faction, and from 
a desire to raise the question for party 
purposes. (Cheers.) There was no sin- 
cerity in the motion of the hon. member 
for Lennox, and there was less in the 
amendment proposed by the member fo 
West Durham. The hon. gentleman was 
welcome to quote the language ot the 
Government, and he (Sir John) was g 
that he had taken the course of recordin 
it in the journals, because it would be 
seen that the Government of Canada had 
fought the battle of their people. (Cheers. 
They had not hesitated from any fear oO! 


ad 
¥, | 
ay 


friend (Mr. Howe) was attacked for 
strong language. They had not hesi atec 
to say that they thought the United Stat 
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had not exercised due diligence in refer- 
ence to these claims, and England had not 
pressed with sufficient force our right to 
redress. They were proud of the course 
they had taken in making these commu- 
nications to Her Majesty’s Government. 
What did they say in answer? ‘We admit 
the extent of your wrongs; we admit 
that your country has been invaded, and 
your volunteers slain; we desire that you 


Fenian 


should get full redress, and we appealed | 


to the American Government for such 
redress. But when this was refused the 
question remained—“ Shall we insist upon 
that redress for you, and leave the relations 
between England and the United States 
so that at any time you may be attacked ? 
When that choice came we preferred to 
withdraw that claim and take the respon- 
sibility of doing so. For the sake of set- 


tling all the others. for the sake of freeing | 


you and your country from the possibility 
cf invasion, great as has been the wrong 


to you, great as is our regret at being | 


obliged to withdraw those claims, yet we 


so.’’ Her Majesty’s Government assumed 
ali the responsibility, and at the first sug. 
gestion on our part, came forward and 
made the only reparation she could, by 
becoming surety for millions, putting into 
the pockets of our people hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. He (Sir John) 
would say that it was the height of 


political despair. (Cheers ) 
saw a more desperate condition. 
felt their position 


perity, by a little success in the elections, 


‘mm consequence of the Premier of the day | 


being sick in bed, and getting a majority 


of two in consequence of the absence of | ; 
| not with a sneer, and also the resolution 


six (cheers), they thought they had 

Ossession of this House and the country ; 
but, fiiding tht they were mist:ken, 
in despair they attempt to get up 
some of the old cries in which they 
traded, in order to reverse their 
forlorn position. It was not like the 
forlorn hope of the soldier, which was so 
ull of hope of success, but it was a for- 
lorn hope without hope. They had cried 
that the Government must be turned out. 
because Thomas Scott was murdered, and 
the murderer was at large. These cries 
and these appeals to the prejudices ot the 


it. was something for them that the [nsol~ 
Yency Act was not yet repealed, and they 
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had better take advantage of it while they 
could. (Laughter and cheers.) He (Sir 
John) then argued that if the resolutions 
of the member for Lennox should be ear 
ried, if Canada said she did not want the 
guarantee, England would simply say that 
if we did not want it we should not have 
it, and the result would be, as we could 
not press the Fenian claim ourselves, we 
would be without the $600,000 for thirty- 
eight years, and would be compelled to 
put our dignity in our pockets. He denied 
that by the acceptance of these terms any 
stain was cast on the honour of Canada. 
The Opposition took the ground that 
while they denied the capacity, of the 
country to carry on the great works of 
improvement in which they were engaged, 
they refused the assistance which would 
enable us successfully to complete them ; 
a position which no sensible man would 
think of occupying. That was the ground 


upon which they would go to the country, 


but the grounds upon which the Govern- 


ot ! /ment would m-et the people would be 
thought 1t better for your interests to do | 


that, having pressed the claims with all 


| the urgency in their power, they accepted 
the decision of England to withdraw them 
from before the Commission, upon the 
| condition that this valuable aid would be 
| given to us; and in doing this they had a 
| good bargain, for the country would secure 
| the completion of these great works with- 
| out any sacrifice, and he was satisfied they 
faction to raise this juestion, and it was | 
only such folly as might be looked for from | 
a political party fighting the hattle of | 
He never | 
They | 
slipping away from | 
them. Buoyed up by a temporary pros. | 


would meet the general approval of the 
people. The claims had not, however, 
been finally withdrawn, for it remained for 
England, if she pleased, to press them at 
some future time in the same way as tho 
United States had reserved the rigkt of 
pressing the indirect claims on account of 
the Alabama. He concluded by saying 
that he had no doubt the House would 
vote down the amendment of the hon. 
member for West Durham with a smile, if 


of the hon. member for Lennox, with ex. 
treme recret that a man of his position 
and intellect, who, he was sure, was anx~ 
iously desirous of continuing the connec. 
tion between England and Canada, should 
have placed himself in such an equivox 
cal position. ; 

Mr. MACKENZIE replied. severely cri- 
ticising the Government for their desire to 
negative propositions which they them. 
selves had written in despatches to the 
Imperial Goverament. He defended the 
Opposition against the attacks of the 
Minister of Justice, and retorted by read- 
ing a number af extracts from a speech of 
one of the coileagues of the hon, gentlex 
man, in which the Minister of Justice, and 
several other members of the Goyern- 
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ment were rather severely handled. He 
ridiculed the assumption of loyalty by 
hon. gentlemen opposite, when it served 
their purpose, and reminded the House 
that the annexation manifesto of 1849; 
the burning of the Parliament Buildings; 
the insulting of the Governor (seneral at 
Montreal, and the hoisting of rebellious 
flags at Brockville and Sandwich, were all 
acts of Tories from first to last. Hecould 
not understand, with this black record 
against the party opposite, how the hon. 
gentleman could have the face to charge 
gentlemen sitting on his side of the House 
with want of loyalty, professing loyalty 
only when it suited their purposes. How- 
ever Ministers might triumph in this 
House, it would be found that when thsy 
went before the public, they would be 
held to a much stricter account, and 
there; at any rate, the country would give 
a better account of herself than she had 
done last year. ‘ 

Hon. Sir JOHN MAUDONALD—Yes; a 
much better account. fLaughter. } 

The House thea divided upon Mr. 
Blake’s amendment, which was lost on the 
following division— Yeas 57; nays 100 :— 


YEAS.—Anglin, Bechard, Blake, Bourassa, 
Bowell, Bowman, Brown, Cameron (Huron), 
Carmichael, Cartwright, Connell, Coupal, De- 
lorme (of St, Hyacinthe), Dorion, Ferris, Fortier. 
Galt, Godin, Holton, Hutchison, Joly, Jones (Ha- 
lifax); Kempt, Macdonald (Glengarry), Macfar- 
lane, Mackenzie, Magill, McConkey, MeMonies, 
Metcalfe, Mills, Morrison (Victoria, Ont.,) Oliver, 
Paquet, Pearson, Pelletier, Power, Pozer, Red- 
ford, Ross (Prince Edward), Ross (Wellington), 
Rymal, Scatcherd, Smith (Westmoreland), Sni- 
der, Stirton. Thompson (Haldimand), Thompson 
(Ontario), Tremblay, Wells, White (Halton), 
White (East Hastings), Whitehead, Workman, 
Wright (York, Ont.), Young.—Total 57, 

NaAys.—Abbot, Archambault, Baker, Barthe, 
Beaty, Bellerose, Benoit, Bertrand, Blanchet, 
Bown, Brousseau, Cameron (Inverness), Came- 
ron (Peel), Campbell, Carling, Caron, Carter, Car- 
tier, Cayley, Chauveau, Cimon, Coffin, Colby, 
Costigan, Crawford (Brockville),Crawford (Leeds) 
Cumberland, Currier, Daoust, DeCosmos, De- 
lorme (Provencher), Dobbie, Drew, Dugas, For- 
tin, Gaucher, Gaudet, Gendron, Gibbs, Grant, 
Gray, Grover, Harrison, Heath, Hincks, 
Holmes, Houghton, Howe, Hurdon, Jackson, 
Keeler, Lacerte, Langevin, Langlois, Lapum, 
Lawson, Levisconte, Little, Macdonald, Sir John, 
A. Macdonald (Lunenberg), Macdonald (Middle- 
sex), Masson (Soulanges), Masson (Terrebonne), 
McCallum, McDougall (Lanark), Macdougall 
Three Rivers), McKeagney, Merritt Moffatt, 
Morris, Munro, Nathan, Nelson, Perry, Pinson- 
neault, Pope, Pouliot, Ray, Renaud, Robitaille, 
Ross (Champlain), Ross (Dundas), Ryan (Mon- 
treal West), Savary, Shanly, Simard, Smith 
(Selkirk), Stephenson, Street, Sylvain, Thomp- 
son (Cariboo), Tilley, ‘Tourangeau, Tupper, Wal- 
lace (of Albert), Wallace (Vancouver Island,) 
Walsh, Webb, Wilson, Wright (Ottawa Co.)— 
Total 100. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said that, after this 
emphatic condemnation of the Govern. 
ment, as disclosed in three state papers, It 
would only be fitting if, according to or- 
dinary usages, the Government should 


ask for time to consider their course. 
Mr, Mackenzie, 
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Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said it was 
not usual for the Government to ask for 
time when they weresupported by such a 
majority as was just now given, Hecould 
assure his hon. friend that the Govern- 
ment were perfectly resigned to their 
position. [Cheers and Laughter.] 


* 


Mr. HARRISON’S amendment was then 


carried, and the House adjourned at 10:55 
p.m. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, May 7th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 


o’clock. 
PETITIONS, 


Hon. Mr. HAZEN—From Committee on 
Standing Orders and Private Bills, report- 
ed favorably on following petitions: Of 
W. L. Forsyth, W. Lorn Macdougall, D. E. 
Papineau and others; Trustees of Toronto 
Savings Bank. Committee reported ad- 
versely on petition of Levis Board of 
Trade. . 


INTERCOLONIAL RAILROAD. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST—I 
hope that the feeling which prompts me 
in making the present motion will be well 
‘understood by the House. Ido not make 
it in a personal spirit, for 1 would be very 
sorry that any feelings which prevail else- 
where should be exhibited in this House. 
It has been said that large expenses—in- 
justifiable expenses in fact, have been 
incurred in connection -with the Intercoly 
onial Railway—that property has been 
purchased at exorbitant prices by the 
Commissioners of the work. It is our 


| duty to enquire what foundation there is 
for such statements, and therefore without — 


further preface I beg leave to make the 
following motion: 


For an Address to His Excellency the Governor 
General, praying that His Excellency will be 


pleased to cause to be laid before this House 
copies of all papers, letters and documents that 
have passed between the Government of the Do- 


minion, the Commissioners on the Intercolonial 


Railway, and other persons interested in the fol- 
lowing matters, viz. :— 
As to the rent paid by the said Commissioners, 


for the use of the House occupied at Newcastle, 


by A. L. Light, Esq., and the Intercolonial Office, 
stating who was the owner, 

2 4s the said House at the time it was so 
rented. 


2nd,—Of the lands taken for the railway station! 
3rd—.Of the old ship yard intended for water 


terminus, 
Ath,—Of the old commercial buildings now occu- 
pied as the Custom House at Newcastle. ; 


_ Specifying separately the amount paid yearly 
for rent, the land damages, the price paid or to be ~ 
paid foreach of the said premises, and to whom, | 


when and how ? 


Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied—I am 
glad that the hon, member has madesuch 
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@ motion, and I fully appreciate the kindly 
spirit in which he has done it. I am 
pleased to have an opportunity of refuting 
- immediately certain assertions made else- 
- where; but I may first say that the papers 
asked for will be brought down as soon as 
possitle by the Government. I must 
- observe that I do not intend going at 
length into the subject at present, inas 
much as the motion which has been made 
elsewhere has not yet been taken up; and 
therefore I shall reserve full explanations 
until that happens. In the meantime I 
may state that the moment I saw the mo- 
tion, I enclosed 1t to the Railway Com- 
missioners, and received the following 
reply :— : 
OTTAWA, May Ist, 1872. 

Srr,—Yours of yesterday with slip of questions 
by the Hon, Mr. Hutchison, and your wish that 
lshould give you an official answer is received, 
ane z ee beg to comply with your request as 
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public grounds, and I am ready to vindi. 
cate, aS I have always done, the present 
location of the line. On another occasion, 
however, I expect to have ample oppor- 
tunity of dealing with the whole question 
at greater length. 


Hon. Mr. WILMOT suggested an ad- 
journment till Tuesday or Wednesday, if 
public business was not in a forward state 
and gave notice of motion with that ob- 
ject in view. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said the Public 
Lands Bill was an order of the day for 
Friday, but the matter of adjournment 
was entirely in the hands of the House. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
thought abundant time should be given 
for consideration of so important a ques- 
tion. 

Hon, Mr. WILSON urged an adjourn- 
ment. 


QUESTIONS, 

Ist. How much is paid 
to the Minister of Ma- 
rine and Fisheries for 
rent of the house lately 
- oecupied by him in 
_ Neweastle, and owned 
by A.L, Light, and the 
Intercolonial Railway | 
_ Offices ? 

_ 2nd. How much was; Nothing. - Solicitor re- 
awarded him as. land|ported 5th August, 1871, 
damages? Will not accept pay- | 
ment at all, not because 
dissatisfied with award, 
a but declines to take any 
ee amount. 
8rd, How much is he| Grounds for station not 
- to receive for the rail-|selected nor valued. 
- way station location ? 

4th. How much is he 
to receive for the ship 


hieht teaneirad lalla |," Hon. Mr. SANBORN suggested business 
($400) per annum for | Might be coming up from the other 
offices and residence of | House. 
District Engineer! After some further remarks from hon. 
gentlemen, it was decided to leave the 
matter undecided until the following 
day. ; 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuespay, May 7, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.20 
pe in, 


There has been no 
point selected as yet at 
_ yard intended fora deep|Neweastle as a deep 
water terminus ? water terminus. 
| is I have the honor to be, 


PETITIONS. 


A number of petitions were presented, 
one by Mr. CARLING, from the Hon -Mr. 


_ er, 
Your obd’t serv’t, 


(Signed) RALPH JONES, McMaster and others, praying for an Act 
ton P Mrronrint Sec. | authorizing them to build a bridge for 
% Sec. Re, Be. ‘4 railway purposes across the Niagara R‘ver 


at a point between Fort Erie and Chipe 
pawa, and also to construct a tunnel under 
said river. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


As respects the fourth question, the 

old Commercial Building at Newcastle, I 

- can simply say, 1am notin a position to 

answer it definitely. However, I believe 

the buildings are owned by Mr. Tuck of | ; as 
St. John, but the government have not | The following bills were introduced and 

_ made any appropriation for the use ofthe | read a firet time:— 

_ building, nor have they selected the place | Mr. BLANCHET—To incorporate the 
for the Custom House. Iam glad tohave | Chamber of Commerce of Levis. 

_ this opportunity of giving an unqualified Hon. Mr. TILLEY—To incorporate the 

denial to the idea that may have arisen | Bank of St. John. 

from the assertion made elsewhere, that Hon. Mr. TILLEY--f£o0 incorporate the 
I have derived some profit from the pro- | Maritime Bank of the Dominion of Canada. 
perty refeired to in the motion. Therent Col. GRAY—To do justice to the stock- 

_Lreceive is altogether insignificant com- | holders of St. John and Halton Railway. 

“ohay with the value of the house, whilst; D. A. MACDONALD—To incorporate 

I have always refused to receive anything | the Coteau and Province Line Railway and- 

for land damages. My advocacy of the | Bridge Company. 

_ Intercolonial Railway has been always on! Mr. GIBBS--To incorporate the Mis 
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sionary Society of the Wesleyan Methodist 
Church of Canada. 

Mr. GIBBS—To incorporate the Anchor 
Marine Insurance Company. 


RETURNS. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY laid on the table a re- 
turn relating to seizures at {sland Pond, 
and also a return of the seizure of goods 
Lelonging to A. Hamel, jr., of the firm of 
Hamel Fréres, of Quebec. 

Hon. Sir J A. MACDONALD laid on the 
table a return 1especting the refusal of 
Judge Bosse to reside at Montmagny, also 
a return to the address jor the correspon- 
dence between the Government and the 
Postmaster of Halitax respecting the ab- 
straction of money letters from that Post 
Office. 


TARIFF CHANGES, 


Hon. Sir F. HINCKS said he was about 
to give notice of aresolution upon a sub- 
ject of great importance to the country, 
and he trusted they would hear with in- 
dulgence the few remarks he felt it ne- 
cessary to make in giving the notice. It 
was now about a week since he had the 
honour of making his financial statement, 
in the course of which he had mntimated, 
it would be remembered, shat under cer- 
tain circumstances, it wotild be absolutely 
necessary for the Govpénment to propose 
a re adjustment of tké tariff’; that changes 
would be imperative in case certain mea- 
sures then pending before the Congress of 
the United States passed intolaw. He be- 
lieved it was only about forty-eight hours 
after the delivery of his speech that a tele- 
gram had been received annotincing that 
the bill to repeal the duties of tea and coftee 
had been passed by Congress; but it was 
not till last night that the Government 
had received authentic iuformation that 
the President of the United States had 
actually signed the bill; so that, beyond 
doubt, these duties would be repealed on 
and after tne Ist of July next. Now per- 
sons engaged in thé trade in the United 
States had been very seriously embarrassed 
for three or four months, because of the 
uncertainty about the continuance of 
these duties, and if he could judge by the 
questions which had been put to him 
within the last few days, great interest 
was excited in Canada as to the effect this 
repeal would have if we continue to im- 
pose duties on those articles. In order 
to remove any apprehension, therefore, 
on this source, the Government have 
resolved that, on Ist Julynext, the duties 

_On tea and coffee shall be repealed, 
(Cheers and sensation.) He thought it 


fli, Gibbs, 
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was evidence of the superiority of our — 
institutions over those of the United 
States that, whilethese had been protract- — 
ed uncertainty in regard to the duties 

in the neighbouring couutry, there would 

be no serious delay in ascertaining the 

intention of the Legislature of Canada, — 
(Hear, hear ) He had the honour to give 
notice that, on Tuesday, he would move — 
that this House resolve itself into Com- | 
mittee of the Whole to consider a resolu- _ 
tion that the duties on tea ana coffee shall 
be repealed after the Ist July next. © 
(Cheers. ) 


Business. 


TRADES’ UNIONS: ; ; 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved — 
for leave to intreduce a bill respecting © 
Trades’ Unions. He explained that the © 
measure, Or rather measures, for there © 
were two of them, which he would — 
ask leave to introduce, although he 
had given notice only of one, was based — 
upon the Imperial Statute upon the same 
subject. His attention, and the attention — 
of every one interested in the prosperity — 
ot Canada, had been called lately to the — 
fact, that the law relating to Trades’ — 
Unions, with the civil and the criminal — 
side, was not the same as in England, and © 
that the English mechanic, who came to — 
this country as well as the Canadian me~ — 
chanic, was subject to penalties imposed © 
by statutes that had been repealed in Eng- — 
land, as opposed to the spirit of the liberty — 
of the individual. He proposed a law, — 
the same 1n principle as the law of King | 
land, so that operatives from the Mother — 
Country would have the same freedom of 
action, and the same right to combine for 
the accomplishment of lawful objects, as 
they had in lingland. (Hear, hear.) Thesub- 
ject was too important to be taken ad initio 
without great care and study, and it was — 
only since the opening of Parliament that 
his attention had been called toit. Hehad — 
not thought it well to embrace in the bill 
all the points which were involved in the — 
battle that was going on between labour 
and capital. The subject of the relations 
between these two was engaging the atten- 
tion of able minds in England, whose deli- 
berations, he kad no doubt, would even- 
tuate in the introduction of a comprehen: — 
slve system, possibly with the sanction 
and authority of Her Majesty’s Govern. 
ment, in the next Session of the Imperial — 
Parliament, In the meanwhile he pur- — 
posed to proceed with these measures, one — 
of which was the complement of the 
Other, because it affected the civil bra och | 
of the law relating to Trades’ Unions; — 
while the other affected the criminal 
branch. He moved for leave to bring in 
the bills, 2 
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fon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked if he un- 
derstood the hon. gentleman to say that 


_ he did not purpose to proceed with these 


measures during this session. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said his 
intention was to proceed. The subject was 
under discussion in England, and the 
result would probably be a still further 
improvement in the law there. If such. 
proved to be the case, the Parliament of 


_ Canada would have an opportunity of pro. 


fiting by that legi:lation; but in the mean. 
time these measures would be proposed 
for the consideration of the House. 

The bills were then severally read a first 


time. 


THE REPRESENTATION BILL. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE desired to ask a 
question respecting the Representation Bill 
which ought to have been introduced before 


now. Perhaps the hon. gentleman could 


explain the reison for this delay, and 
state that the bill would be down this 


week, 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said he cer- 
tainly could not promise it this week. As 


his hon. friend could well understand, a 


number of sugge:tions from all parts of 
_ the country - (hear, )— and affecting every 
constituency trom Lambton downwards, 
had to be considered betore the Govern 
ment proposed a plan of re-adjustment. 
_ This was an almost endless task, but he 


.. 


thought he had got nearly through it, and 
that he would be able shortly to briag 
down the bill, although he could not name 


_ aday this week. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE hoped the hon. 
gentleman would not trouble himself about 
luambton, for be (Mr. Mackenzie) would 


_ take the most difficult part upon himself, 


so far as thai Cunstitue icy wus concerned. 


_ (Hear, hear.) 
Hon. Sir J. A. MACLON ALD said he knew | 
his hon friend haa enough difficulties | 


« 
. 


_ there, and therefore he had taken some of 
them on himself. (Laughter ) 


: SATURDAY SESSION. 
a s0In reply to Mr. MASSON (Soulanges), 


Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER said the Gov- 


¥% 


ernment would announce to-morrow whe- 
ther they would ask the House to sit on 
‘Saturday. 


GOVERNMENT DAYS. 


Hon, Sir J, A, MACDONALD said the 


Government would like to get a third day in 
the week for their business, and if the 
House had no objection they would take 
_ Wednesdays, commencing to-morrow week, 
Mr. MACKENZIE said it appeared to 
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him that there was an overwhelming 
amount of private business, some of which 
might well have been left to the Joval 
legislatures to deal with. This would make 
it difficult for the House to give the Gov- 
ernment another day; but it might be 
managed so that what time was left on 
Saturdays, after measures in the hands of 
private members were disposed of, might 
be given to the Government, provided the 
Government gave the residue of time on 
their days, if they had no business to pro- 
ceed with. He thought an arrangement 
of that kind would greatly facilitate the 
work of the House. 
The subject then dropped. 


Business. 


PATENTS OF INVENTION, 


Hon. Mr. POPE moved the House into 
Committee to consider the following resolu- 
tion—‘'That it is expedient to amend and 
consolidate the law relating to patents of 
invention.’”’ He explained that the object 
of the Government was to re enact the old 
patient law with certain amendments, to 
make it corsonant with changes that had 
been inade in England, the United States 
and elsewhere. It was, in fact, an assimila. 
tion of the patent laws of this country, to 
those of the United States, Great Britain 
and other countries, where there was le- 
gislation on the subject. One change he 
would propose would do away with the ne- 
cessity of one year’s residence before pa-— 
tents were issued. (Hear, hear.) That was 
the only impcrtant alteration in the law, 
with the exception of another clause which 
would require the manufacture of patent 
articles to be carried on in the country, 

The motion was carried, and the House 
went into Committee, Col. Gray in the 
Uhair. 

The resolution was edopted without dis. 
cussion, and the Committee reported. 

Hon. Mr. POPE thereupon introduced a 
bill founded upon the resolution, entitled 
“An Act respecting patents of invention.’’ 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE supposed it was 
the intention of the hon. gentleman to 
make this a complete bill, and not to 
amend the old Act. 

Hon, Mr. POPE said it was his inten- 
tion to make it a complete bill. 

The bill was then read a first time. 


DOMINION NOTES, 


Hon. Sir F. HINCKS moved the third 
reading of the Act to amend the Act regu- 
lating the issue of Dominion Notes. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said he did not prox 
pose to detain the House by repeating ob- 
servations that had been made at previous 
stages of this measure, but he desired to 
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place on the journals of the House a mo- 
tion containing a protest against what he 
conceived to be the unsound principles 
underlying this bill of his hon. friend. 
He would therefore move in amendment, 
that the bill be not now read a third time, 
but that it be resolved,—‘That it is inex- 
pedient to authorize an unlimited issue of 
Dominion notes on the basis of so insuffi- 
cient a specie reserve as twenty per cent , 
and that, to empower the Minister of the 
day to advance Dominion notes to the 
chartered banks to an unlimited amount 
on the security of their own certificates of 
deposit, might lead to disastrous conse- 
quences.” 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS said he would 
follow his hen. friend in not occupying 
the time of the House after the length< 
ened discussion that had taken place on 
this bill. He must say, however, that 
more unfounded objections he had never 
heard raised against any measure that had 
been raised against this. It had been 
asserted by newspapers throughout the 
country, organs of the hon. gentleman 
opposite, that the Government centem 
plate an issue of unredeemable paper curs 
rency, and that he (Sir Francis) was really 
anxious that such an issue should be au- 
thorized. Now, there was nothing in the 
whole course of his public life to justify 
the statement that he was favourable to 
any issue of incontrovertible paper money. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON—I admit that. 
(Hear, hear.) 

Han. Sir FRS. HINCKS—The fact was 
that this measure was caused by the great 
inconvenience which was found in the 
working of the present system. ‘There 
was great practical inconvenience in the 
requirement that the Government should, 
for all notes beyond nine millions, hold 
dollar for dollar in gold ; the consequence 
being that they were constantly obliged 
to violate the law, because it was 1mpossix 
ble to ascertain the exact amount of cir-~ 
culation weekly at any time. It was to be 
observed that this bill did not give the 
Government any power to extend the cirs 
culation. The Government, :n fact, would 
not issue a single note beyond the re- 
quirement of the banks, and 1t might be 
safely assumed that tre banks would not 
put into circulation more than they could 
possibly avoid. They themselves were 
issuers of notes, and it was no object to 
them to extend the circulation of Govern- 
ment notes, except that, as a matter of 
convenience, they would is:ue small notes 
which they had not power to do on their 
own account. There was really no risk or 
danger whatever in passing the bill; and, 
as long as he retained office as Finance 


Hon. Sir F. Hincks, 
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Minister—which might not perhaps be 
long--he would take care that there was 
no undue expansion of the currency. 
Every information would be given to the — 
public. Returns would be issued weekly ; 
and, if anything went wrong, and if there 
was any inflation, the public and the 
House would be able to see it at once. He 
must say that the alarm which was at- 
tempted to be created throughout the 
country in regard to this bill was entirely 
without foundation. (Hear, hear.) 

The House then divided on the amend~ _ 
ment, which was rejected on the follow- 
ing division:—For the amendment, 54; 
against 107; majority for the Govern- 


ment, 53. 
Division.—Y EAs. — Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, 
Blake, Bodwell, Bolton, Bourassa, Bowman, 
Carmichael, Cartwright, Cheval, Chipman, 
Colby, Connell, Coupal, Delorme (St. Hyacinthe), — 
Dorion, Fortier, Fournier, Galt, Gibbs, Godin, — 
Hagar, Holton, Hutchison, Joly, Jones (Halifax), 
Kemp, Lapum, Macdonald (Glengarry), Macfar- 
lane, Mackenzie, Macgill, Macdougall (Renfrew), 
McMonies, Merritt, Mills, Morrison (Victoria), — 
Oliver, Paquet, Peletier, Pozer, Reeford, Ross, 
(Prince Edward), Ross (Wellington, C. R.), — 
Rymal, Scatcherd, Snider, Stirton, Thompson — 
(Haldimand), Thompson (Ontario), Wells, — 
Whitehead, Workman, Young—Total yeas, 54. 
NaAys—Messrs. Abbott, Archambault, Barthe, — 
Beaty, Bellerose, Benoit, Borland, Blanchet, 
Bowell, Bown, Brousseau, Brown, Burpee,Came- — 
ron (Huron), Cameron (Inverness), Cameron, — 
(Peel), Campbell, Carling, Caron, Carter, Sir Geo, 
i, Cartier, Cayley, Chapeau, Charnon, Costigan, — 
Crawford (Brockville), Crawford (Leeds), Cum- — 
berland, Daoust, DeCosmos, Delorme (Proven-— 
cher), Dobbie, Drew, Dugas, Ferguson, Ferris, — 
Fortin, Gaucher, Gaudet, Gendron, Gray, Harri- — 
son, Sir Francis Hincks, Houghton, Howe, Hur- 
don, Jackson, Jones (Leeds and Grenville), — 
Keeler, Kilpatrick, Lacoste, rein ing Langlois, © 
Lawson, Levesconte, Little, Sir John Macdona 1 
(Kingston), Macdonald (Lunenburg), Macdonald ~ 
(Middlesex), Masson (Soulanges), Masson (Terre-— 
bonne), MeCallum, McConkey, McDougall 
(Three Rivers), McKeagney, McMillan, Metcalfe, 
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Moffatt, Morris; Morrison (Niagara), Munro, 
Nathan, Nelson, Perry, Pinsonneault, Pope, 
Pouliot, Renaud, Robitaille, Ross (Champlain), — 


Ross (Dundas), Ross (Victoria, N. 8.), Ryan” 
(Kingston, N.b.), Ryan (North-West), Sava: au 
Seriver, Shanly, Simard, Smith (Westmorelan 
Stephenson, Street, Sylvain, Thompson(Carib: 
Tilley, Tourangeau, Tremblay, Tupper, Wallace 
(Albert), Wallace (Vancouver Island), Walsh, 


Webb, White (East Hastings), Wilson, Wright — 


(Ottawa County).—Total, 107. 

Mr. YOUNG saw it was evident that 
the Finance Minister desired to remove the 
wholesome check in the present law which 
required a reserve of dollar for dollar in 
gold for all notes beyond nine millions. 
This measure practically gave the Govern- 
ment power to issue Dominion notes to 
almost any extent, and to remove all 
checks upon an expansion of the currency. 
Se believed that there was now in the 
country an inflation to a small extent, but 
this would be greatly increased if this pill 
became law. Besides one ot the effects 
it would be to place the banks of - 
country under the immediate control ¢ 
the Finance Minister. That hon. gentle 


% 
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man might exercise the power wisely or 
unwisely, but it was not such a power as 
_ should be placed in the hands of any Min- 
_ ister. He would move an amendment 
_ that the bill be referred back to Commit- 
tee of the Whole, with ins:ructions to pro- 
vide that for any-excess of Dominion notes 
issued over twelve millions the Govern. 
ment shall hold dollar for dollar in gold, 
as provided in the original Act. 

Mr. WORKMAN said that the only ob- 
jectionable feature he saw in the Bill was 
that it would enable the Government to 
‘put money into the hands of pet banks, 
and otherwise to favour certain banking 
institutions. (Hear, hear.) He had thought 
the matter over very carefully, and he had 
come to the conclusion that he must vote 
for the amendment; not because he was 
opposed to an increase of circulation—for 
the business of the country required an 1n- 

_ crease—but he felt there should be some 
_ limit to the issuing powers of the Govern- 
ment. The amendment proposed a limit 
_ of twelve millions, and he thought the 
_ House would be safe in’ granting that. 
Hon. Sir FRS. HINCKS wished to say 
_ distinctly and positively that the Govern— 
ment, in the issue of Dominion notes, had 
_ never made any distinction between the 
_ banks. They had treated them all alike, 
_ and had placed them on exactly the same 
_ footing. The hon. gentleman had used 
_ the words “pet banks,” referring he 
_ Supposed to the Bank of Montreal, but 
_ that bank was the only one which had 
never received a dollar of Dominion notes. 
_ It was true the Government kept an ac- 
_ count there, but as it had issued no bills 
itself, it had actually paid to the Govern- 
ment dollar for dollar for every note it 


ft 


had received. 
Mr. WORKMAN disclaimed any inten- 
tion of reflecting upon the Bank of Mon- 
_ treal, for nothing was further from his in- 
_ tention. If he were quite certain that the 
present Finance Minister would always 
_ have control of the finances of the country 
he would be quite confident as to the 
future ; but the time might indeed, must 
come, when that hon. gentleman would 
_ have to give place to another, in whom he 
(Mr. Workman) might not have the same 
Confidence. ‘his bill, however, once 
; ii would be passed for all time, and 
_ the power it conferred would be given to 
‘the hon. gentleman’s successor as well as 
‘to himself. 1f it were proposed to give 
effect to the Act only while the hon. 
gentleman remained in office he would 
have no objection to voting for it. (Cheers 


and laughter.) 

_ Mr. GIBBS said, that when the bill of 
_ two years ago had passed, he felt then 
% 

e 


| 
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that it would be necessary to introduce a 
measure Of this kind; but he had no idea 
that a proposition would be made to reduce 
the gold reserve to twenty per cent. He 
thought it was a wise restriction on the 
part of the Legislature to require dollar 
for dollar in gold beyond the nine millions, 
and to remove that restriction, as was 
now proposed, was only in accordance with 
what had been foreshadowed in 1866, when 
the Government notes were first author~ 
ized. He had every confidence in the 
present Finance Minister that he would in 
all fairness, candour, and integrity carry 
out the objects of this bill, but, unfortu~ 
nately, in the course of nature he must be 
replaced by some other person who would 
not be so competent to fill the position, 
and in whom such general confidence 
would not be reposed. He trusted that 
the evil forebodings that had been in~ 
dulged in with regard to the measure 
wuld not be realized, that the cry of 
“wolf, wolf’? would never come true; but 
he believed that there was great danger 
unless some wise precaution was taken by 
the House to prevent expansion under 
the Acts of 1866 and 1869. He was willing 
to reduce the reserve to fifty per cent. for 
notes issued beyond nine millions. He 
thought this was preferab'e to the amend- 
ment of the hon, member for Waterloo, 
and that it was the lowest limit to which 
the House could go with safety. He re- 
lieved the Finance Minister from any 1m- 
putation of unfairness in dealing with the 
Banks, believing it was due to him in 
candour to say that he had placed them 
all on perfectly the same footing. 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER suggested that 
the Minister of Finance should be allowed 
to try the experiment, and then if the 
fears expressed were realized, the measure 
might. be amended. 

Hon. Mr. HOWE said that, as every one 
had such confidence in the Minister of Fi- 
nance, he would suggest that his life should 
be made an Isolated Risk and insured for 
the good of the country. But suppose that 
any financial embarrassment should arise 
was not the country able to meet her lia- 
bilities ? He did not believe there was any 
danger in the measure. While the country 
had been prosperous, and Providence had 
given good crops, abundant fisheries, and 
an active population, the Minister of Fin- 
anee had removed out of the way of the 
industry of the country every restraint, 
and restriction, and difticulty that had in- 
terfered, and every measure which he had 
put his hand to had been successful. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.—Not the Na- 
tional policy. 

Mr. STREET (Welland) was glad to hear 
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the high cempliments paid to the Minister 
of Finance, in which he entirely concurred ; 
and he believed that, so long as the hon. 
gentleman retained his position, he would 
administer the financial affairs of the 
country in the same satisfactory way 
as heretofere. He could not, however see 
the advantage of insuring the life of the 
Minister of Finance, for insurance would 
scarcely prevent death, and he was sure 
the country would join him in the senti- 
ment thit they would much rather retain 
the visible services of the hon. gentleman 
than derive any benefit irom his death. 
He did not feel the same apprehension 
with regard to the effect of the measure 


as was expressed by many hon. gentlemen, | 


He did not think the power asked would 
be the means of bringing about any finan- 
cial embarrassment. I[t was well known 
that the country was suffering from the 
want of small notes, and the wisdom and 
judgment of the Finance Minister, recog- 
nizing the want, led him to divise a remedy, 
and he now asked Parliament to pass a 
measure which would obviate the evilim-« 
mediately. He was met with thecry that the 
Government would have too much power 

and that financial embarrassment wo ld fol- 
low. He could not agree with such a cry. 
If any check was necessary beyond the 
judgment of the Finance Minister, it was 
to be found inthe fact that the banks 
would not circulate the hon. gentleman’s 
small notes to a greater extent than 
would be absolutely necessary, for they 
would not make the same money out of 
Government notes that they could out of 
their own. When the issue of small notes 
had been first taken out of their hands 

what a terrible cry the banks had raised ; 
but they were now satisfied and willing to 
work under the Banking Law and the 
only ditticulty now was that a larger issue 
ofsmall notes was necessary and now that 
the Finance Minister proposed to meet 
the want, where was the difficulty ? He was 
the last man to desire a complete paper 
currency, but he did not think the mea 

sure warranted the apprehensions and 
doubts raised. ‘he House met every year, 
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'to make the issue an irredeemable cur- 
_rvency, which certainly ought to be pro. 


/amount of paper money. The redeeming 


and would be always able tor. ctify any | 


ditficulty that might arise during recess. 
Mr. KIRK PATRICK (Frontenac) thought 
the Minister of Finance would act in ac- 
cordance with the general wishes of the 
country and for its best interests, as well 
asin accordance with the wishes of the 
bankers and commercial men of the 
country, if he accepted the amendment of 
the member for Waterloo, and he should 
vote for the amendment. He had not 
voted for the amendment 0! the member 
for Chateauguay, because he thought it 


Mr. Street, 


friend (cheers), but that confidence dimin. 
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struck at the root of the principle of 
Dominion notes, which had been affirmed 
by the House before he became a member 
and which had been generally approved — 
by the country. That principle he believed 
to be this, that the profit to be derived — 
from the circulation of the Dominion notes — 
was a legitimate source of revenue. But 
the bill now introduced went a long way 


vided against. He had every confidence in ~ 
tne Mini:ter of Finance, but the House — 
must legislatefor the country, and impose 
proper restrictions on any Finance Minister 
or Government. Why was any limit insert- 
ed in the first measure, if it was not ne. 
cessary ; and if it was necessary, why should 
it be changed now? The bill must be read 
in connection with the bill allowing the 
Government to make !oans to the banks, — 
If the two bills passed the Finance Minis. 
ter would be able to issue an unlimited 


point in the original measure, was that it 
fixed alimit, and he hoped the govern- 
meut would accept the amendment 
so retain a limit. He believed the removal 
of a limit would be very objectionable to 
the people at large. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON had listened with 
mingled pleasure and surprise to the very 
extravagant praise addressed to the Minis- 
ter of Finance by the member for Welland. 
He was no longer a young man, and, like 
the Minister of Militia, he had a convenient- 
ly and sometimes an inconveniently reten- 
tive memory. He remembered that, in 
early days, when the member for Welland 
bore so gallant a part in parliamentary 
matters, and was very far from evincing 
any great cegree of confidence im the 
Minister of Finance. He (Mr. Holton), 
however, had been in those days an admi- 
rer and supporter of the Minister of 
Finance, and he was glad to find that the 
maturer views of the member for Welland 
confirmed his (Mr. Holton’s) more impul 
sive opinions. : i 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT — But you 
changed 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON —Cn the contrary, 
still had confidence in the ability of his hon 


ANG 


~ 


nave 


ee? 
ne 


ishe 1 greatly by the confidence expressed 
by the member for Welland, because he 
considered that gentleman one of thi 
most revolutionary and dangerous politi 
cians in matters of finance (laughter, ) ane 
his confidence in the Minister of Fi 4 
sensibly diminished when he saw him in 
company with the member for Wellan 
Suppose that a banking institution 
fall into difficulty and danger, and shoule 


nance 


oa hou! 
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approach the Minister of Finance of the 
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day, representing that he had it in his 


power to save the shareholders from ruin, 
and preventing that commercial derange- 
ment which would otherwise ensue, 
would not that Finance Minister be placed 
in great danger? He would not assume 
that the discretion placed in the hands of 
the Finance Minister would be abused; 
but no Legislature ought to be invited to 
enact measures, the consequences of 
which would depend on the juigment and 
discretion and good faith of the Ministry 
of the day. 

Mr. ANGLIN was also astonished at the 
language of the member for Welland. He 
had stated that the Minister of Finance 
only asked for power to issue small notes. 
‘That was not the cise. The Minister of 
‘Finance, in introducing the measure, 
urged upon the House that there was a 
great want of small notes throughout the 
country, which would be remedied ; but 
the bill was not confined to small notes, 
but covered notes of all denominatiors. 
_A bank would be enabled to obtain $100.- 
000 in notes by depositing with the Gov- 
ernment $200,000 in gold, and their own 
deposit receipt, not bearing interest, for 
the balance. If they issued their own 
‘notes they had to hold a certain sum in 
gold and specie, so that, really, it would 
be better for them to issue Government 
notes than their own. Again, in issuing 
their own notes they had to be very care- 
ful, so that in case of a sudden demand, 
they would be able to provide for their 
redemption. But there was no such res. 
‘ponsibility connected with Domiion 
‘notes, and this again would be an induce: 
Ment to issue Government notes. When 
the bill was first introduced he thought it 
fraught with danger to the best interests 
of the country, and subsequent considera- 


pressions were correct. If the only object 
of the Minister of Finance was to meet 


he not propose a limit to the circulation ? 


amendment, though he wished the figure 
lad been somewhat higher. He did not 
Oppose the measure hecause he lacked 
confidence in the honesty and sound 
idgment of the Minister of Finance, but 
because he conceived it his duty. as a 
Member of the Legislature, to provide a 
ind and wise protection. 
_ Avote was then taken on the amends 
-Inent of the member for Waterloo, result- 


¥ 
‘ 


ig a8 follows: Yeas, 64; nays, 95. 

XEAS—Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, Blake, Bod- 
Ll, lton, Brousseau, Bowman, © Burpee, 
heron (Huron), Carmichael, Cartwright, Che- 
pman, Connell, Coupal, DeLorme (St. 
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n only convinced him that his first im- | 


he requirements of the country, why did | 
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Hyacinthe), Dorien, Ferris, Fortier, Fournier, 
Gibbs, Godin, Grant, Hagar, Holton, Hutchison, 
Joly, Jones (Halifax), Kemp, Kirkpatrick, 
Lapall, Macdonald. (Glengarry), MacFarlane, 
Mackenzie, Magill, MeConkev, McDougall (Ren- 
frew), MceMonies, Merritt, Mills, Morrison (Vic- 
toria,) Oliver, Panquet, Pelletier, Pickard, Power, 
Poser, Redford, Ross (Dnndas). Ross (Prince Ed- 
ward), Ross (Victoria, N.S.), Ross (Wellington), 
Rymail, Scatcherd, Smith (Westmoreland), Sni- 
der, Stirton, Thomyson (Haldimand), Thompson 
(Ontario), Tremblay. Wells, White (Haldimand), 
Workman, Young—64: 

NAYS.—Messrs. Abbott, Archambeanlt, Ault, 
Barthe, Beaty, Bellerose, Bennett, Bertrand, 
Blanchet, Botwell, Bourassa, Brown, Cameron 
(Inverness), Cameron (Peel), Campbell, Carling, 
Sir George E. Cartier, Cavlev, Chauveau, 
Qaron, Coffin, Costigan, Crawferd (Brockville), 
Orawford (Leeds), Cumberland, Lawson, Leves- 
conte,, Little, Macdona'd, Sir J. A., Macdonald 
(Antigonish), McDonald (Lunenburg), McDonald 
(Middlesex), Masson (Soulanges), Masson (Terre- 
bonne), McCallum, Macdoueall (Lanark), Mac- 
dougall (Three Rivers), MeKeagney, MeMillan, 
Motatt, Morris, Morrison [Victoria], Morrison 
(Niagara), Munro, Nelson, Pearson, Perry, Pin- 
sonneanlt, Pope, Pouliot, Renaud, Robitaille, 
Ross (Chamnlain), Ryan (Kings, N.B.),. Ryan 
(Montreal West), Savory, Scriver, Shanly, 
Simord, Stenhenson, Street, Sylvain, Thompson, 
(Caribool, Tilev, Tourangeau, Tupper, Wallace 
(Vancorver’s Is'tand), Walsh, White [East Hast- 
ings], Wilson, Wright [Ottawa County. ]—95. 


Mr GIBBS moved in amendment that 
the word ‘ Twenty’’ be struck out of the 
sixteenth line of the bill, and the word 
“Fiftv’ substituted. The effect of this 
would be that the Finance Minister 
would be obliged to hold fifty per cent. of 
the excess above nine millions in gold 
instead ot twenty per cent. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS explained 
that, although the Government had fixed 
the. minimum at twenty per cent., they 
could increase the amoant if it should 
prove to be necessary; but he did not 
think that the cast iron rule proposed by 
the hon. gentleman, that fifty per cent. 
should be held in specie, was advisable. 

The amendment was defeated. Yeas 
69; nays 89. 


YEAS.—Messrs. Anglin, Blanchard, Blake, 
Bodwell, Bolton, Bourassa, Bowman, Burpee, 
Cameron, [Huron] Cameron, [Peel] Carmichael, 
Cartwright, Cheval, Connell, Coupal, Delorme, 
[St. Hyacinthe] Dorion, Ferris, Fortier, Fournier, 
Gibbs, Godin, Grant, Hagar, Holton, Hutchinson, 
Joly, Jones, [Halifax] Jones, [Leeds and Gren- 


E : ; | ville] Kempt, Kirkpatrick, Lapum, Macdonald 
should feel it his duty to vote for the | ( i ‘ i 


[Glengarry ] 
McConkey, 


MacHarlene, Mackenzie, Magill, 
MeDougall, [lanark] McDougall, 
[Renfrew] McMonies, Merritt, Metcalf, Mills, 
Morrison, [Victoria] Munro, Oliver, Paquet, 
Pelletier, Prichard, Power, Pozer. Redford, Ross. 
[Dundas] Ross, [Prince Edward] Ross, [Victoria] 
Ross, [Wellington] Rymal, Scatcherd, Snider, 
Stirton, Thompson, [Haldimand] Thompson, 
[Ontario] Tremblay, Wallace, [Albert] Holton, 
Whitehead, Workman, Young. Total veas, 69. 
NAYS.—Messrs. Archambeault, Ault, Barthe, 
Beaty, ‘Bellerose, Benoit, Bertrand, Blanchet, 
Borrell, Brousseau, Bowen, Cameron, [Inver- 
ness] Campbell, Carling, Caron, Sir Geo. E. Car- 


| tier, Cayley, Chauvean, Coffin, Costigan, Craw- 


ford, [Brockville] Crawford, [Leeds] Cumberland, 
Daoust, _DeCosmos, Delorme, [Provencher] 
Dobbie, Drew, Dugas, Ferguson, Fortier, Gau- 
cher, Gaudet, Geudron, Grey, Grover, Harrison, 
Sir F. Hincks, Howe, Hurdon, Jackson, Keeler, 


| Lacerte, Langevin, Langlois, Lawson, Leves- 
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conte, Little, Sir J. A. Macdonald, [Kingston] 
Macdonald, [Lunenberg] McDonald, [Middlesex] 
Masson, [Soulanges] Masson, [Terrebonne] Mc- 
Callum, Macdougall, [Three Rivers] McMillan, 
Moftatt, Morris, Morrison, [Niagara] Nathan, 
Nelson, Pearson, Perry. Pinsonneault, Pope, 
Pouliot, Renaud, Robitaille, Ross, [Champlain], 
Ryan, [King’s, N. B.] Ryan, [Montreal West] 
Savary, Scriver, Shanly, Simard, Smith, [West- 
moreland] Stephenson, Street, Sylvain, Thomp- 
son, [Cariboo] Tilley, Tourangeau, Tupper, Wal- 
lace, [V. I.] Walsh, White, [East Hastings] 
Willson, Wright [Ottawa County]. Total nays, 89. 

The original motion was then carried on 
a division, and the bill read a third time 


and passed. 
MANITOBA EXPEDITION. 


A resolution declaring it expedient to 
indemnify members of the Privy Council, 
the Auditor-General and all other persons 
concerned in the issue of a special warrant 
tor $100,000 to meet the expenditure on 
account of the expeditionary force sent to 
Manitoba, was adopted. and a bill intro- 
duced, founded upon them. 


INSPECTION. 


On the resolution declaring it expe- 
dient to amend and consolidate, and to 
extend to the whole Dominion of Canada, 
the law respecting the inspection of certain 
staple articles of Canadian produce, ques- 
tions were asked by the hon. members for 
Halifax and Chateauguay,. as to whether 
it was intended to make the inspection of 
all the leading articles of produce com- 
pulsory. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS replied 
that the Government intended to refer 
the bill proposed to be introduced to the 
Committee on Banking and Commerce, 
for the purpose of ascertaining what 
articles should be obligatory, and he 
thought the matter should be allowed to 
stand over until the report of the com~« 
mittee was received. . 

The resolution was then adopted and a 
bill introduced. 


THE TREATY BILL. 


In answer to the hon. member for Peel, 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD stated 
that it was the intention of Government 
to go on with the bill respecting the 
Treaty of Washington to-morrow (Wed- 
nesday). 
ta It being six o’clock, the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


™*Hon. Sir GEO, CARTIER, ia moving the 
House into committee on certain resolu 
tions respecting the Pacific Railway, 


Hon. Sir F. Hincks. 
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said that he thought he had suffi 
ciently explained the purport of the 
measure, when he introduced the bi 
the other day. There were several 
of the resolutions which ought not to ve 
taken into consideration in committee of 
the whole House; but in order that the 
scheme should be better understood, it 
had been arranged that an analysis of the 
bill should appear by reading the resolu- 
tions themselves, and he would give the 
House an explanation of every item as it 
might come under discussion. He had 
forgotten to mention when he addressed 
the House previously, that, with regard to 
that portion of the proposed railway, i 

Nipissing is to be the starting point, tha 

will run within the limits of the Province 
of Ontario, he would inform the House 
that some months ago, a deputation of 
his colleagues were authorized by Order | 
in Council, to meet she Government of 
Ontario in order to confer with them 
respecting the lands they would be willing 


to place at the disposal of the Dominion | 
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Government to aid in the construction 
of such portion of the Canada Pacific 
Railway as will run through Ontario, He 
thought the Minister of Finance and Se- 
cretary of State were the gentlemen au- 
thorized to confer with the Government of 
Ontario, and if his memory did not fail 
him, the result of the conference was that 
the Ontario Government would be in- 
clined to place at the disposal of the 
Dominion Government, for the benefit of 
the company building the railway, every 
alternate block, as was promised in the 
Province of British Columbia. They had 
no reason to believe other than that the 
understanding arrived at with the then 
existing Government of Ontario would be 
carried out by the present possessors of 
portfolios in that province. The resolu- 
tions he had the honour to introduce did 
not ask authority to give to the company 
constructing the railway property which 
did not belong to the Dominion. The bill 


- 


in the hands of every member provided © 
that, with regard to that portion of the 
railway passing through the Province of 
Ontario, the land grant to be given to the 
company shall be such as may be agreed 
upon between the Dominion and Ontario 
Governments, ; 

The House then went into committee, 
Mr. Street in the chair. ‘a 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER moved the first 
resolution as follows :— . 

‘‘That a railway, to be called the Ca- 
nadian Pacific Railway, be constructed in 
pursuance of, and in conformity with the 
agreement made between the Dominion 
and the Province of British Columbia, anc 


ri 
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Council admitting the said Province into 
the Union, under the 146th section of the 
British North America Act, 1867.” 

_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said this reso- 
-Intion would pass as a matter of course, 
as they had bound themselves to it last 
year; but he thought they should have 
some information as to the time when the 
Government expected to be able to com. 
‘mence the railway. He thought it a great 
mistake to commence the actual work of 
‘construction until not only an exploratory 
but an instrumental survey of the various 
‘routes had been made. The published 
report gave very little information. 

_ fon, Mr. LANGEVIN explained that, 
when he laid before the House the report 
of the Engineer in Chief of the Pacific 
Railway, he stated that the report was not 
complete, but that the appendix, contain. 
‘Ing large and copious extracts from the 
reports of the District Engineers, would 
be ready very soon, The printers were to 
have had them ready yesterday, but had 
had such press of work that they had not 
been able to complete them, and they 
were now promised for to-morrow. 
_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE could not gain 
from the report of the Chief Engineer 
the slightest idea as to the time it would 
take his staff to so far complete the sur- 
vey as to justify the Governmentin giving 
out the contracts. 
Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 


Bu rvey had been prosecuted with all the di. 


ligence possible, and the information so far 
obtained had enabled the Engineer -in-Chief 
to state to the Government that he 1s able 
to determine the general direction of the 
line from one end to the other; but until 
_ the general location takes place, it will be 
impossible to say exactly that the line will 
a. within any particular half mile. He 
found no great engineéring difficulties in 
) the way. Special surveys might be neces- 
sary in places between Fort Garry and the 
Rocky Mountains to determine where a 
bridge will have to be placed, because the 
river flows between very steep banks. 
The result of the surveys is that a pass 
known as the ‘‘Yellow Pass” is asserted to 
be a very favorable pass for our Pacific 
Railway; and while the elevation cf the 
Union Pacitic Railway is eight thousand 
feet, ours will only be four thousand 
feet. Everything considered, our line 
- will be through a more favourable country, 
and will be much shorter than the Ameri- 
can line. ‘Ihe engineer-in-chief hopes, 
With information he will shortly receive, 
tobe in a position to recémmend the 
' giving of the contracts for the construc- 
) ion of the railway, 
a 
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Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) 
thought the House should have all infor- 
mation that can be obtained before discus~ 
sing the bill. The engineer-in-chief had 
drawn comparisons between the Union 
Pacific, Northern Pacific, and Canadian 
Pacific routes, while he could not say for 
certain what the length of tne Canadian 
railway will be. He did not think the 
road could be built for less than one hun« 
dred and fifty million dollars, with all the 
land that could be given. No company could 
undertake its construction unless they 
saw a prospect of doubling their money. 

Mr. ANGLIN did not agree with the 
member for Lambton that, because the 
House voted for the resolutions of last 
session, they were bound to support those 
of this. He opposed them last year and 
should oppose those now introduced, at 
every stage, as he did not think the 
country was prepared to undertake so ex- 
pensive a work. He agreed with the hon. 
gentleman who had just sat down that 
Canada would have to pay every cent. 
He ridiculed the resolutions of last year, 
binding the country to the construction of 
the road in ten years, and yet stating that 
no additional taxation would fall upon the 
people of the country. He did not think 
that tae country was prepared for a burden 
of the magnitude proposed, and would 
therefore express his intention of protest- 
ing against it. 

Hon, Sir ALEXANDER GALT said it 
was well known that he opposed last ses— 
sion the acceptance by Canada of the oba 
ligation to construct the Pacific Railway, 
but the House having determined other- 
wise, we were bound to carry out that 
obligation. ‘he question now was whether 
the resolutions before the House might be 
considered a reasonable mode of fulfilling 
it, and he was bound to say that in their 
general aspect they appeared to do so. 
The money required was larger than was 
proposed last year, but he understood 
that the line was somewhat longer than 
was anticipated, and he did not think that 
the assistance proposed to be given was too 
great. He thought the general outline 
proposed in regard to dealing with the 
companies who proposed to undertake 
the building of the road was good. It 
was very clear that the object was to in- 
duce competition. (Hear, hear.) With 
regard, however, to the 8th resolution he 
observed that the Government proposed 
to put in the hands of one company all. 
the railway enterprises connected with 
the north-west. He thought that that 
was a mistake, He thought that the ex~ 
tension of the American line to Fort Garry 
might be constructed on very much easier 
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terms to the Province than the main line 
could be, and at an earlier date. It was 
necessary, in view of the settlement of 
the country, that that part of the line 
should be constructed at once, and he 
would suggest that the Government 
should not bar themselves from 
separating that portion of the line from 
the others. At the same time they should 


Pacific 


was not interfered with by private enter- 
prises, and he thought that provision 
could be made against it in the Act. 

Hon. Sir G. HK. CARLIE said, with re- 
gard to the remarks of the hon. member 
tor Sherbrooke, that the general purport 
of the scheme met the objection he had 
taken. ‘I'here was no doubt that a branch 
line to connect Lake Superior with the 
Main line should be built, and the Go- 
vernment had taken power to grant aid to 
a company formed for that purpose. If 
they could agree, the same course would 
be adopted with regard to the branch 
trom Fort Garry to the province line of 
Manitoba, in order to unite with the 
American system, and the Government 
had observed with pleasure that several 
companies were seeking incorporation for 
that purpose. Last year when he pro- 
posed the resolution that the Pacific 
Railway should be built and worked by 
one company, he was met with the objec. 
tion that it would be impossible to tind 
any company even with assistance in 
money and in land to build the railway; 
but it had been found, he was glad to say, 


that there were several companies 
seeking incorporation for that pur. 
pose. The policy of the Govern+ 
ment would be to allow all these 


companies to obtain Acts of incorporation, 
whether for a portion or the whole of the 
railway, reserving to themselves power, 
however, to deal with them afterwards. 
With regard to the branches, if the 
Government agreed with any company, 
the assistance to be afforded them would 
be in land and not in money; the money 
subsidy would only be for the main line. 
The first thing would be to build a branch 
from Fort Garry in order to connect with 
the American system, about seventy miles, 
and if the Government could agree with 
any of the proposed companies they 
would do so. At the same time they 
must understand that the Government 
would not be forced into a large price. 
- Hon. Sir ALEXANDER 'T. GALT be- 
jieved that the best plan would be to 
connect the american line with Fort 
Garry «nd thence to Lakes Manitoba 
_and Winnipeg, makmg use of the 
steamboat navigation on those lakes, 


Hon. Str A. T. Gait. 
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they would not, in their arrangement with 


| completion of the road. 
be careful that the policy cf the country | 


| having undertaken to build the railway, 
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This would afford facilities for set- 
tling the country, and the Pacific Railroad — 
could be carried on at the same time. He 

was glad to hear that the Government 


proposed to permit the incorporation of 
these local companies, and hoped that 
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companies, so bind them as to delay the 
Hon, Mr. BLAKE agreed with the hon, 
member for Sherbrooke that the House, 


they were bound in good faith to carry it 
out. The question now to be considered 
was with reference solely to the mode 
which the Government propose to carry 
out the scheme, and it was on this point 
there would be difference of opinion. I 
might appear to the Opposition that the 
construction of the road might best be 
promoted by delaying the matter until 
the surveys were more complete, that a 
undue degree of power to the Gover 
ment determining the location of the road 
was being proposed, that the land grant 
should be modified, and that the sanction 
of Parliament was necessary to any agree 
ment between the Government and the 
company. It might be necessary to bring 
forward such propositions as these, and 
he contended that such propositions would 
be consistent with the views they had ex< 
pressed c.f the absolute necessity of car- 
rying forward this work with the utmost 
expedition compatible with propriety, i 
accordance with the terms of the treaty 
with British Columbia. He would take up 
these questions as the several resolutions 
came up. 

Mr JONES (Leeds and Granville) ai 
not consider that he was bound by the @ 
tion of the House last year. The Miniae 1} 
of Militia had then stated that the resolu 
tious were passed on the understanding 
that the road would be constructed b 
piivate enterprise, and would not increas 
taxation If that could be shown he would | 
not be opposed to the construction of tk 
road, He was willing that the proposec 

jand grant should be ‘doubled if neces 
He believed railway companies had prove 
to be the best land agents possible, Se 
was willing to sustain the Government 
this course, provided taxation was not in 
creased. 9 

Hon. Mr, BLAKE said that they hadr 
quested that the resolution following @ 
address to Her Majesty last year shou 
form a part of the terms of union with » 
British Columbia. This, oe plete 
not done, and the country was pledge 
build the road at once. a 

Hon. Sir G. E, CARTIER said the ¢ } 
ernment had not acceded to the p op’ | 


~~ 
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_ tion because they would thereby have 
changed the terms of union with British 
_ Columbia and that country,would not have 
_ been united to Canada to-day, for the 
change would have had to be submitted to 
_ British Columbia for their consent. 
_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.~ What then 
_ was the meaning of the resolution of the 
_ hon. gentleman ? 
_ _ Hon. Sir G. E, CARTIER.— Because the 
_ Government concluded that it was better 
_ that the railway should be bu‘lt and work- 
_ ed bya company than by the Government. 
_ Mr. FERGUSON said it was stated that 
_ the non-scceptance of terms would have 
/ interiered with the Union at the time the 
matter was settled. A delegate from Bri- 
| tish Columbia was present who had been 
' appointed by the Lieut.-Governor, who had 
_ admitted that the propositions were satis- 
_ factory.,When the House met and the mem- 
_ bers from 2ritish Columbia were present, 
and the question came up for discussion, 
_ there was no objection to the matter ; and 
_ whatever might have fallen from the mem- 
ber for West Durham, the House had no 
intention to go beyond the grant of land 
_ and money named in the resolutions. The 
Teauso a in amount from last year was be- 


_ cause the length of the road was not then 
_ correctly known. The annual expenditure 
involved in the road was said to be one 
and a-half millions, and as long as that 
_ was adhered to there was very little to 
_ complain ef. He thought the member for 
_ West Durham might have informed the 
House what the Ontario Government 
~ would be prepared todo in the matter. 
_ It was very easy to object, Lut the ques 
tion was ‘“‘was the road to be built?’ Can- 
ada wanted the great north-west, and 
having got it she would hold the House 
' responsible for making it available. With. 
“a a railway it would be useless. No 
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doubt the Ontario Government would 
_ Garry out the intentions of their prede- 
- cessors in the matter, as they had already 
expended nearly four millions in railway 
enterprise. He hoped the House would 
soon know what the cost per mile was 
likely to be. $30,000 had been named, but 
that amount would be a very extravagant 
estimate, Still, with a subsidy of $30,0U0,~ 
000, and 50,000,000 acres of land repre- 
_ sented $50,000,000; there would be $80,- 
900,000 with which to construct the line, 
which would almost allow the amount per. 
mile spoken of. He believed that railway 
companies were about the best. immigration 
_ agents possible, so that there were proper 
suicuon to preventany monopoly. ‘lhe 
“overnment ought not, however, to rush 
into the matter blindly, without first know- 
ag what the cost would be. It had been 
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suggested that all contracts should be gub- 
mitted to Parliament, and he considered 
that, if the Government could not make 
arrangements that would be in every way 
satisfactory they would be justified in cal. 
ling an extra session of Parliament, and 
laying the whole matter before the House. 
He had voted for the resolutions last year, 
because he believed ten years was quite 
enough to build the road. Capital was 
plenty, and could be got as cheaply as it 
ever would be, and he had no fear of the 
great bugbear that we were going beyond 
our means. 

Mr. HARRISON, (West Toronto,) said 
that the quesiion was not so much what 
he had done in the past in reference to 
this railway as what he intended to do in 
the future. The intention of all with 
scarcely an exception was to build the 
road and to do it as quickly as possible. 
Tkis would be found to be the almost uni« 
versal sentiment of the House and the 
country. ‘lhe Dominion was in honour 
bound to do it—as it was her interest to 
do—and settle the North West. It was a 
duty to ourselves, to the civilized world, 
and to the surplus population of the old 
world; and it was also the duty of the 
Empire to see that the road was construct~ 
ed. The Americans had already one road 
and proposed another, and every one knew 
that the Canadian road would have great 
advantages over the American line. The 
great trade of the east was a prize in which 
the rising Dominion would benefit. He 
approved of the mode of construction 
being by private enterprise, and also of 
the idea that there should be competiting 
companies, and hoped that no company 
honestly seeking incorporation for the 
purpose would be refused on any technic~ 
ality. If Canadians were capable of con- 
structing the work they ought to have the 
preference over foreign capitalists. Amer- 
icans had found it necessary to engage Can- 
adian engineers in their most difficult 
undertakings, and they had not to go 
outside the House to get as high engineer- 
ing talent as could possibly be found. 
(Cheers.) He quite approved of the propo- 
sition not to deplete our exchequer by 
giving the whole subsidy in money. The 
only way to make the land valuable was 
to open it up and settle it by people who 
would contribute to the revenue in both 


customs and excise, and he knew of no 


way so likely to bring this about speedily 
as to put the land in the hands of compas 
nies, with proper restrictions. He was glad 
to see that the line would come near Lake 
Nipissing. The Government of Ontario 
would, no doubt, be asked to assist in the 


| matter, and they would, ne doubt, act in 
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union with the feelings of the people of 
the Province. Some place called Mattawa 
had been named, but the terminus ought 
to be asnearas possible to the railway 
system of Ontario. They were all agreed 
as to the advisability of constructing the 
road, and there could only be some differ- 
ence as to the mode. 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER said the inten- 
tion with regard to the eastern terminus 
was that it should be at some point near 
Lake Nipissing, with which the Ontario 
railways would connect, and at the same 
time enable the Quebec Government to 
assist to build a railway from Lake Nipis- 
sing towards Ottawa on the north side of 
the Ottawa River. By this means the two 
provinces would derive as much advantage 
as they expect. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOU GALL thought there 
seemed to be no disposition to offer any 
serious amendment or opposition, and he 
had no doubt the resolutions would be 
passed, though possibly with slight modis 
fication. The fact that the country was 
pledged through its Parliament to build a 
railway between Lake Nipissing and the 
Pacific must be admitted. They were 
bound to do it, and if they considered the 
discussions last session, the discussions in 
the public press, the action of other legis - 
latures and public men, it must be seen 
that the great majority of the people of 
Canada should make use of American rail- 
ways as much as possible; but the public 
seemed to be greatly ahead of that matter, 
and he must acquiesce. In the light of the 
experience of the past few years, he had 
somewhat revised his opinions as to the 
ability to build railways. Ontario had 
seen two or three railways extended very 
rapidly over a very rough country, which 
had produced a revenue sufficient to pay 
the interest on the capital expended and 
expenses: Part of this result was attribut. 
able to the adoption of the narrow gauge. 
The Pacific Railway was to be of this gauge, 
and would be constructed at a much less 
cost than the Grand Trunk Railway and 


other lines of the past. With regard to the | 


sentiments attributed to the Government, 
he had never understood that they had 
said the railway would not cost the country 
anything. Public works could not be con- 
structed without expenditure. They could 


not eat their cake and have it 
too. He had understood that the 
Government had stated that, in view 


of the increased revenue of the country, 
and in view of the greater power of the 
country to meet its liabilities, it would 
not be necessary to impose any additional 
taxation, (cheers,) and he did not doubt 
that such would be the case, taking the 


Myr, Harrison. 
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| though he did not perhaps catch the pre- 
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calculation of the member for South On- 
tario that the annual outlay represented 
was 11 millions. The people of Canada 
were quite ready to incur that risk for the 
sake of having a great highway throughout 
the length and breadth of the country. 
He regretted, however, that the matter 
had been brought before the House on 
such imperfect data. ihe engineer’s ren — 
port was very brief, and to his mind very 
unsatisfactory. There was one point of 
great interest to Ontario—and it must be — 
remembered that at present and for some 
time to come, the great share of the bur-— 
den incurred by reason of the great un- 
dertaking would fall on the people of 
Ontario,—and therefore he thought they 
ought to have a better assurance that the — 
railway would fall into their system of 
railways. The map showed a line drawn 
some 100 miles north of Lake Nipissing, — 
he supposed to enable comparisons in~ 
point of distance with other railways, but— 
that would be scarcely pleasing as an in-— 
dication of the Government scheme. He 
was, therefore, glad to hear the Minister 
of Militia say that the point would be very 
near Lake Nipissing, as near as in anen- 
gineering sense the line could be drawn. 
That would relieve the minds of many in — 
Ontario, for the railway should be built 
where it would be most beneficial, and 
then if afterwards it should be found that 
a railway was wanted further to the north. 
it could be built. {hat was a pretty long 
stretch of country, and the House after 
adopting these resolutions might find an 
obstacle interposed which could not be 
overcome, and which would rejyui:e the 
adoption of a more southern line than 
was marked on the map. Perhaps the 
Minister of Public Works could tell the 
House whether further reports submitted 
by the engineers gave any more informa- 
tion on that point to show that the coun- 
try was practicable. It presented itself 
upon his mind asa serious obstacle in 
dealing with this question. (Hear, hear.) 
Now. with respect to the Ontario land 
question, he understood from the remarks 
of the hon. gentleman, Sir George Cartier, 
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cise words, that in the interviews which 
the Government had had with members 
of the late Government of Ontario an ar. 
rangement had keen come to, although it 
had not taken the form of a precise ‘agree, 
ment, that the Government of, Ontarie 
would contribute liberally of the unoccu 
pied lands at its disposal towards the con 
struction of the road. He understood that 
the late Government of Ontario had assen 
ed to that, although a specefic agreeme! 
had not been entered inte, He woul 
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like to know whether any communication 
_ had taken place upon that point, because 
the House knew that a change of Govern- 
ment had since intervened in that 
_ Province, and it was a matter of interest 
4 to learn whether the new administration 
_ hed anew policy in that respect 

_. Hon. Sir GEV. E. CARTIER said he 
f 


— se 


Paciyic 


oo em 


x 


ot 


could answer the hon. member. The pro- 
position made by the Ontario Government 
_ tothe Dominion Government had been 
_ to place every alternate block of land in 

that Province along the proposed route at 
_ the disposal of the Dominien Government, 
inorder toaid the construction of this 
_ railway, just the same as the Government 
of British Columbia had agreed to give 
alternate blocks. No communication or 
_ conference had taken place between the 
_ Dominion Government and the present 
_ Government of Ontario on the subject. It 
- was expected, however, by the Dominion 
_ Government that there would be no ob« 
_ jection upon the part of the present Go- 
_yernment of Ontario—which the House 
__knew favoured the building of railways— 
_ tocarry out what had been determined 
upon by their predecessors in office. 
(Hear, hear.) The late Government, he 
might add, had stated that they would 
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_ retain for themselves the alternate block, 
_ Hon. Mr. MACDUUGALL was very glad 
ts hear that that was the position in 
© bee the question had been left by the 
late Government, and must say that he 
__had no doubt himself, from the example 
_they had given of the manner in which 
_ promises had.been carried out in these 
_ matters by the succeeding Government, 
__ that a similar course would be followed in 
regard to a question which was of so much 
_ consequence to the people of Ontario. 
(Hear, hear.) ‘ihere was another matter 

a respect to which he thought the public 
should be taken into the confidence of the 
Overnment and the House, and be fully 
_ Informed as to the progress that had been 
made. He observed by the line laid 
down in the map intended to make what 


@ large part of the projected railway 
would run upon a line beyond that height 
ofland. Now as the height of land wis 
Supposed to constitute the boundary 


would be constructed was under the juris. 
diction of the Dominion Government. He 
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Was known as the “height of land,” that | € 
| they might be, in order to carry this 


Oped, therefore, that some progress had | he had no doubt that a ‘ 
been made in the question of determinng easy grade, and presenting In DO parb ex- 
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Rupert's Land, as, if that matter was sete 
tled. it might be found to simplify any 
negotiation that had been carried on with 
the Ontario Government. (Hear, hear.) 
With respect to other pots of the line, 
he was very sorry to see by the report on 
the survey that difficulty had occurred in 
British Columbia, although he supposed 
that that was to have been anticipated 
from what was known of the character of 
that country. Hedid notdoubt, however, 
that a solution of that difficulty would 
ultimately be found, and that in the end 
it would be possible to reich the Pacific 
waters by a practicable line. With regard 
to the financial plan the Government had 
adopted, he must confess that the offer of 
aid to the extent of $30,000,000 in money, 
and a grant of 50,000,000 acres of land—if 
so much could be found on the line— 
would be a sufficient basis for any honest 
and capable men to operate upon in order 
to raise the money necessary to complete 
the railway. (Hear, hear.) Upon that 
point he had no doubt whatever: if he 
were a railway man with that bonus in his 
hands, he did not think he would find the 
slightest difficulty in procuring whatever 
additional capital might be necessary to 
prosecute the work to a successful com. 
pletion. This fact would cause sati-fac- 
tion to the people of the country, who in 
many cases had been alarmed at the 
prospect which threatened, or which cers 
tain parties had said threatened, of their 
being called upon to pay one hundred 
millions for the building of the road If 
it could be shown that with $30,000.000 in 
money, and 50,000,000 acres of land, 
which would be of little value to us unless 
developed by this means, we could secure 
the construction of a 4 ft. 83 inch railway 
from Lake Nipissing to the Pacific, he was . 
satisfied Canada would make a good bar- 
gain, one that would do credit to the 
Government which proposed and carried. 
it out, and that would be productive of 
great benefit to the country. (He ww, hear.) 
Believing that, he would heartily give his 
assistance and support, however humble 
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measure into etiect. (Cheers.) 

Hon, Mr. LANGEVIN read from the rex 
port of the survey to show that the best 
practicable line eastward from the head 
of Lake Superior, was on the plateau 
north of the height of land. He also en- 
tered into an explanation of the lines that 
had been surveyed in British Columbia, 


‘and that were still under examination. 


As the result of this explanation, he said 
good line, with 


_ the boundary between Ontario and | traordinary engineering difficulties, would 
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railway from the Pacific coast to Lake 
Nipissing. 3 

Hon: Mr. MACKENZIE said he did not 
intend to discuss this question upon its 
merits, and by assenting to the resolu- 
tions in Committee, would not consider 
himself in any way compromised. His 
object was to obtain all the information 
he could, in order to be able to discuss 
the bill intelligently when it came up for 
second reading. Now the hon. gentle. 
man (Sir George Cartier) had led the 
House to believe that it was intended to 
commence the railway at Laxe Nipissing; 
while from the map and report of the 
Chief Enginee1, it would appear that it 
was the intention to start at the Mattawa, 
the distance between wh:ch and lake 
Nipissing, was somewhere about seventy 
or eighty miles. © 

Mr. SHANLY—the hon. gentleman is 
wrong; it is forty-two miles. 

Hon Mr. MACKENZIE asked how far it 
was from Lake Nipissing to the Georgian 
Bay. 

Mr. SHANLY—Sixty miles, and the 
whole distance from the mouth of the 
Mattawa to the mouth of French River on 
Georgian Bay, is 132 miles 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE said it appeared 
from the survey, that the starting point 
would be considerably east-—forty two miles 
at least—of the point where it would be 
most convenient to bring the Pacific Rails 
way system in Ontario, It would in fact, 
follow the general course of the Ottawa 
river, from the Georgian Bay east, thus 
making Montreal the ultimate terminus 
of the road. Now, he held that the start 


ing place should be at a point midway | 
between Lake Nipissing and the Georgian | 


Bay, so that both lines of communication 
—the interior line, by way of the waters of 
Lake Ontario, and the line which ended 
at tide water, at Montreal—should be 
equally accommodated. He was willing 
to leave the matter in the doubt cast 
upon it by the discrepancy between the 
Chief Engineer’s report and the state. 
ment of the hon. gentleman, for he had 
not so much confidence in the Govern- 
ment as to give them the latitude of de 
termining whether the starting point 
should be at the mouth of the Mattawa 
or between Lake Nipissing and the Geor- 
gian Bay, (Hear, hear.) He thought it 
was due to the people of Ontario, that 
the starcing point should be so fixed that 
an Outlet would be equally easy, either by 
way of existing lines in that Province, or 
by way of the Ottawa River to Montreal. 
The people of many municipalities, many 


3 


of them poor and ill atle to afford it, had regarded Eequimault as the only te 
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[COMMONS] 


be obtained from the whole extent of the | taxed themselves heavily in order to build 


The survey had been so incomplete that 


| only to bow to its decision. 
| ever, when the House was called upon to 


| great work, Before British Columbia h: 
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railways to open up the unsettled parts of 
the country, and he thought that under 
these circumstances, the Dominion Goy- 
ernment ought to show some disposition 
to accommodate them, and not place the 
eastern terminus at a point which would 

practically cut off the railway from con- 
nection with existing lines in Ontario, 
(Hear, hear.) Then with regard to the 
route north of Lake Superior, he would 
Jike to know the reasons upon which the 
opinion was fonnded, that there was no 
practicable line south of Lake Nepigon. 


it was impossible to arrive at a clear opi- 
nion on this point, and he thought further 
information should be given concerning 
it. With regard to the whole question ag 
to the construction of this road, his view 
had always been that the use of existing 
lines of water communication in summer 
and the Americin lines in winter to Fort 
Garry, and thence the construction of 4 
good waggon road west to the Pacific, 
would suffise for our present wants. But 
that view had been set aside by the 
House, and, being in the minority, he had 
Now, hows 


provide means for the construction of this 
railway, gentlemen on his side of the 
House, without committing themselves to 
the principle, were bound to direct public 
attert on as well as the attention of the 
House to the matter, insuch a way as they 
believed to be in accordance with the 
public requirements of the courtry ane 
the dictates of common sense. (Hear 
hear. a 

Mr. DeCOSMOS had not intended to 
occupy the attention of the House at 30 
late an hour, but, as a British Columbian, 
he could not let the discussion pass withs 
out making a few remarks. He thought the 
construction of the Canadian Pacilic Railway 
would tend greatly to the development 
of the Doniinion, and the world at large. 
He expressed his satisfaction at the man 
ner in which the Opposition had come 
forward to aid the Government in thi 


completed her negociations with the Do. 
minion, they had displayed opposition t 
the union. and had it not been for the 
exertions of hon. gentlemen on the Gov 
ernment side of the'House, and he thought 
some on the Opposition side, British Coa 
lurnbia would not new,be part of the Domi 
nion. He was glad to see that the Op aC 
sition were in favor of the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway, and for his part he was quit 
willing to forget their former hostility. F 
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minus on the Pacific coast. He was fully 
persuaded that the subsidy proposed by 
‘the Government was ample to provide for 
the construction of the line, He thought 
: they should compel any company under- 
“taking the work to push on the Pacsific end 
- rapidly as the easternend. He pic- 
tured the time not far in the future when 
_ the Canada Pacific Railway will be running 
_in connection with steamers from China, 
; _ Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
line of argument taken by two or three 
gentlemen in the course of the debate 


indicated that they expected the Govern- | 


_ment to do more in reference to the sur: 
_ vey than he thought they could be called 
_upon todo. The Government would not 
have undertaken the expense of the 
: ‘surveys now in course of completion if 
they could have got the people to come 
Morward and undertake the construction 
of the railway without these surveys being 
“made. The member for Leeds and Grenx 
ville had referred to the construction of 
“the Pacific Railway as analagous to that of 
the Intercolonial Railway; but the cir 
cumstances were quite different. The 
‘Intercolonial was entirely 2 Government 
Ten while the Canadian Pacific was to 


@ built by companies, andif they can get 
companies to undertake the construction 
it will be for them (the companies) to 
undertake the surveys. They had assur- 
ances that companies would come forward 
4 who would undertake to discover a route. 

The Government had wisely put the 
subsidy they intended to give in a block 
sum, and not ina mileage sum; but cal- 
“culated so that it cannot exceed a certain 
amount. This would be an inducement 
to.the companies to adopt the shortest 
and best lines. He was pleased to hear 
his hon. friend from British Columbia say 
that the subsidy was sufficient. He (Sir 
Francis) considered it sufficient but not 


_Yailway the most judicious that could be 
made. He would inform the hon. member 
Tor Lambton that Mattawa was a very 
Important point. It was well known that 
Montreal and Toronto compete for the 
trade of the Ottawa Valley, and the time 
was not far distant when there will bea 
direct communication from Toronto to 
_Mattawa via Lake Nipissing, which will 
give to that road, and therefore to To- 
-ronto, the large trade of the Uttawa Val. 
ley. ‘He felt sure that the railways now 
being built up the Ottawa would connect 
th the Pacific Railway at Mattawa 
reely a year had elapsed since the surs 
_Yéys were commenced, and yet 1s had 
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sufficient information before them to enable 
them to ascertain the best route for the line 
to take. He congratulated the Government 
upon the energy they displayed in push- 
ing forward the work, and the able reso- 
lutions brought down by the Minister of 
Militia. He was satisfied that the people 
of this country were prepared to carry out 
the construction of the railway. England 
had guaranteed aloan of two and a half 
millions sterling, and promised to help us, 
should the necessity arise, to the full 
strength of the Empire, and he looked 
to a most prosperous future for Canada. 
He would do all in his power to assist in 
carrying out the resolutions, as he thought 
no better project cculd be presented, 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked whether they 
were to understand that the eastern end 
of the survey and plan did not represent 
fhe views of the Government on that 
point. 

After several questions between Messrs. 
Blake, Mackenzie, and Sir George Cartier, 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the east- 
ern terminus of the road would be to the 
south of Lake Nipissing. 

Hon. ur BLAKE asked whether any- 
thing more had been determined as to 
the terminus. 

Hon, Sir G. E. CARTIER—No; nothing 
more. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON asked whether the 
bill would be referred to the railway Com- 
mittee, — 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER—No, but that 
so soon as the opinion of the House was 
ascertained the Kailway Committee would 
be able to deal with the applications for 
Acts of incorporation. 

Hon. Mr. HCLTON had nothing to say in 
opposition to that, but wanted to make the 
enquiry because the Government had es~ 
tablished the precedent of referring im- 
portant bills to Committee, instancing the 
banking and insolvency laws. He had 
understood from members of the Govern- 
ment that offers to undertake the work 
had been received, and he thought they 
should be read before a Committee of the 
House, if the measure was not to be sub 
mitted to the Railway Committee. 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTI“R said the Gov-~ 
ernment had never stated that offers had 

een made to construct the road, but that 
acts of incorporation for the purpose had 
been sought 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 
hon. gentlemen opposite were comming- 
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ling the remarks of his colleague with 


what he (Sir John) had said as to there 
being no communications to the Govern- 
ment except one letter to himself from 
Sir Hugh Allan, which he had ineated as 
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quasi Official. He had stated that he con. 
sidered it very gratifying to have an offer 
from a gentleman of such high standing, 
but he understood he would make a more 
official offer to the Government, and there. 
fore he would not bring it down without his 
consent. It was known, however, that there 
were various parties desirous of carrying 
out the great work, and it was a source 
of satisfaction to know that the gentlemen 


concerned were of the highest standing | 


and influence. They had, however, ap- 
plied for acts of incorporation instead of 
to the Government, and those applica'ions 
would of course go to the Railway Com- 
mittee. 

‘Lhe first and the two following resolu. 
tions were then adopted :— 

‘That such railway shall extend from 
some point on or near Lake Nipissing to 


Ocean ; the course and line thereof to be 
subject to the approval of the Governor 
in Council. 

“That the whole line of such railway 
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| 


shall be constructed and worked by one> 


Company, to be approved of and agreed 
with by the Governor in Council, and be 


commenced within two years and com- / fifth as follows :—‘That the subsidy or aid 


pleted within ten years from the admission 
of British Columbia into the Dominion.”’ 
Hon Sir GEO. 
the fourth resolution as follows: ‘That 
the land grant to such company to secure 
the construction and working of the vrail- 


way shall not exceed fifty million acres, | 


in blocks of twenty miles in depth on 
each side of the line of the railway, in 
Manitoba, the North West Territories and 


” British Columbia, alternating with blocks 


of like depth reserved for the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion, and to be sold by 
it, and the proceeds of such sale applied 
towards reimbursing to the Dominion the 
sums expended by it on the construction 
of the said railway; such lands to be 
granted from time to time as any portion 
of the railw.y is completed, in proportion 
to the length, difficulty of construction, 
and cost of such portion; and in Ontario 
such land grant to be subject to the ar. 
rangement which may be made in that 
behalf by the Government of the Domi- 
nion with the Government of that Pros 
vince; provided that, if the total quantity 
of land in the alternate blocks to be so 
granted to the company should be less 
than fifty million acres, then the Govern- 
ment may, in its discretion, grant to the 
company, such additional quantity of land 
e'sewhere as will make up such alternate 
blocks and quantity not exceeding fitty 
millions acres; and in the case of such 
additional grant, a quantity of land else. 


Hon. Sir J. A. Macdonald. 


EK. CARTIER moved | 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| bia be appropriated to the British Colum. 
. | bia construction ? 
some point on the shore of the Pacific | 


| which the lands would be sold nor 
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where, equal to such additional grant, 
shall be reserved and disposed of by the 
Government, for the same purposes as the 
alternate blocks to be reserved as afore . 
said by the Government on the line of the 
railway. 

In reply to Hon. Mr. BLAKE, Be 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER stated 
that the quantities of land to be given ‘Oo 
the company would be given by the Gov« 
ernor in Council from time to time as the 
line was built, taking into consideration 
the amount of work done. . 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said about six hun. 
dred miles were to be constructed in Brix 
tish Columbia, and only about two-thirds 
of the land was to be found in that Pro. 
vince. Would that land in British Colum- 
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Hon. Sir GEO. E, CARTIER said yes; 
and in further reply to Hon. Mr. Blake 
said there would be no maximum 
minimum price named in the bill, at 


0} 


time at which the lands should be settled, 
The fourth resolution was passed. 
Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER moved the 


in money to be granted tosuch company, 
be such sum not exceeding dollars 
per mile, or thirty million dollars in the 
whole, as may beagreed upon between the 
Government and the company, the com. 
pany allowing the cost of the surveys oi 
the line in 1871.2, as part of such subsidy; 
and that the Governor in Council be 
authorized to raise by loan such sum as 
may be required to pay such subsidy.” He 
explained that a large portion would be 
constructed at a comparatively light cost, 
while other portions would be the reverse 
It was, therefore, proposed that the price 
per mile should be left open; and in repk 
to questions, said there would be no provi- 
sion in the bill as to the time of paymen 
of the subsidy, nor as to the details of the 
construction, except that the gauge would 
be narrow, and that everything would have 
to be done to the satisfaction of the Gov 
ernor in Council. 

The resolution was passed. 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER moved the 6th 
Tth and 8th, as follows :— J 

“6. That the gauge of the railway be 
four feet eight inches and a-half, and the 
grade, material, and mode of construction 
such as the Government and Comp 
shall agree upon.” 3 

‘‘7T, That the Government may make 
such agreement as aforesaid, with al 
compuny, and approved by the Governo 
in Council, and being incorporated wit 
power to construct a railway on a line 4p 


‘ 
5 a 
AT 
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proved by them from Lake Nipissing to 
the Pacific Ocean; or that, if there be two 
or more such, having power, singly or to- 
‘gether, to construct such railway, they 
may unite asone company, and such 
agreement may be made with the united 
companies; or thatif there be no such 
company, with whom the Government 
deems it advisable to make such agree- 
‘ment, and there be persons able and wil- 
ling to form such company, the Govern- 


ment may by charter corporate them, and | 


make such agreement with the company 
so incorporated.”’ 

+8, Taat the Government may further 
agree with the company, with whom such 
agreement as aforesaid shall have been 
made, to construct and work a branch line 
of railway from some part of the main line 
in Manitoba to some point on the bound. 
ary line between that Province and the 
United States, to connect with the system 
of railways in the said States, and another 
‘branch from some point on the main line 
‘to some point on Lake Superior in British 
territory ; and that such branch line shall 
‘be deemed part of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, and a land grant in aid thereof 
“may be made by the Government to such 
‘extent as may be agreed upon between 
‘the Government and the company. 

» Hon. Sir G. &. CARTIER said, with re- 
gard to the eighth resolution, that there 
“would be no money subsidy for the con- 
‘Btruction of the branches, but there 
would be land grants, only the Govern. 
‘Ment would agree with the same company 
that constructed the main line for the 
‘constiuction of the branches. There was 
No particular limit fixed to the grant as 
‘one line might be constructed easily com- 
‘pared to another. The distance from 
embina to Fort Garry was about seventy 
Miles, and the other would be about 100 
miles, The Government intended to carry 
‘out the scheme as authorized by Parliae 
ment, and nothing else. 

_ The resolutions were then adopted, and 
‘the Committee rose and reported. 

_ The House adjourned at 11.35. 
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_. The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
0’clock. 

ie COPYRIGHT. 

_ Hon. Mr. RYAN—The first part of the 
motion, of which I gave notice on Monday, 
Is to the following ettect : 

__ When the Returns asked for in the 
> ahh Address of the 23rd April, on 


( 
s. 


{ 
*, 
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the subject of Copyright, are likely to be 
laid before this House ? 

These Returns were laid before the 
House yesterday, but the amounts paid to 
the different authors are not given; while 
the most important part of the Address 
is answered in the following terms : 

I am directed Ly the Governor General 
to inform you that there is no correspon- 
dence on record in this office since the 
28th February, 1871, on the subject of 
‘‘ Copyrights respecting British Copyright 
‘Works in Canada!’ 

I must confess that I read this announce- 
ment with a feeling of great disappoint- 
ment. We find, after all the encourage- 
ment given by the Government to the 
motions made in this House—after all the 
addresses on the subject from the Senate, 
that it has been thought of so little mo- 
ment as not to require any official corres- 
pondence since 28th February, 1871. 
Some fourteen months altogether. have 
now elapsed since any official communica- 
tion on this important subject has been 
made to the Imperial Government. «I 
confess it appears to me that either the 
representations of the Senate must be 
passed by as of very little importance, or 
the question must be considered of great 
insignificance. 1 cannot, however, believe 
that the representations of this House 
have been deemed of a trivial nature, and 
accordingly [I am driven to the conclusion 
that the subject has not been thought 
worthy of consideration, or has been al- 
together forgotten; but here again I am 
met by the remembrance that assurances 
have been given time ani again by the 
organ of the Government in the House 
that they take a deep interest in the 
question. Yet, notwithstanding, there is 
no evidence that any eftort has been made 
during the past fourteen months, to ad- 
vance it. Under all the circumstances I 
think the Senate must be convinced of 
the necessity of urging strongly upon the 
Government the object which [ wish to 
attain in again moving in reference to this 
matter. The second part of my enquiry 
is in these words: 

Whether it is the intention of the Go- 
vernment to urge without delay on the 
Imperial Government, the importance, 
during the present session of the I[mpe- 
rial Parliament, of such legislation as 
will in effect entitle the Printers and 
Publishers of Canada to re-print British 
Copyright works in this Dominion? 

Although we have been informed that 
there has been no official correspondence 
on the subject in the public departments 
we have seen in the public press some 
very interesting letters bearing upon this 
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public question, Ona former occasion | | objects were ery to Re cpa i oe 
alluded to some letters written by Sir | to be put on oie 00 nee p pr Nee 
Charles Trevelyan, and siace then I found | of ee Sta in sec Siew; a 
them published in the Toronto Mail. I | ing Bas. ae fos Boracstkante my Bees 
am happy to say that the purport of those in me ue P Patti ed ety 
letters is entirely in accordance mun the Me oe anaree The latter point the Til 
views we have been urging upon the Go- | Bri tish : - 
vernment. Sir Charles Trevelyan is an | perial had already agreed to concede, and 
author as well as the holder of the | it was now tor the Dominion Government 
copyrights of Lord Macaulay’s works, wnd to urge er the Hea the asker ang 
he has written these letters to Messrs Long. | uses gee Re Hite epee : bi a 
man with the view of urging upon the | hon. Postmas : Lb vo 
publishers of England just such views as | true we had been promised legislation 
we have always advocated in this House, | on the subject. Latterly, the Minister = 
and which were pressed, in 1868, upon | Finance had been following the question 
the Imperial Government. 1% he conclusior | up, but he (Mr. C.) did not know how fa cS 
of these letters is given in terms which, I | the matter had gone. The course adopt. 
Hotle'and hope; Yo the ‘Skbtiy vend |Cyon bmice, ana ie bit bit a aaa 

ouse an ope, to the country, and | every praise, rt 
will induce this Government to urge this | that it would be eventually crowned by 
question an upon the attention of the Magee I POPE ms Mo oe a 
Imperial authorities. He says: will evince th nfide y 

cour best course, in my “Opinion, will | success, by doing everything in their powe ; 
“be to leave the United States go their | to givens re raeneher Age the ae 
‘“‘own way, but to make an immediate | day, when this subject was befor his 
‘arrangement with Canada on the basis of- Hoee: the hon peak: baie ann 
‘fered by them. At the present relative | ‘The Government are entirely in cone 
‘price of labour and material in Canada | with the hon. gentleman on the ques lon, 
‘and the States, this would lead to a par- | 1 hope that now, since there is no prosped i 
‘tial transfer of the reprinting business | of - mPICHORpO ronyren poe a ey 
“from the United States where English | will be able to come to some satisfactory 
‘authors get pone, to Canada where arrangement ie the neh aie 
“they would get 12) per cent., with the | tT have the same hopes, and consequently 
“probable ultimate result that the United | I have come to the conclusion, and I am 
‘States would also agree to allow authors | sure the House will come to the same, 
‘‘or their assignees, a percentage of the | that we should lose no time, but impress 
“sale of the reprints of their works, on upon the Imperial Government the ne 
‘‘condition that American authors were | cessity of legislation during the prese a 
“allowed the same privilege in England. | session of the Imperial Parliament. if we 
“...-.The Act of Parliament passed to | allow another year to pass by we will be 


‘sanction the arrangement with Canada | in the same position in 1873 that we wer 
‘‘should, of course, prohibit the introduc- | in 1868; and therefore I ask leave to mak 
‘tion into Eugland of reprints of English | the second enquiry on the paper. Ri 
“copyright works from any quarter. Hon. Mr, CAMPBELL—In reference te 
“* Lastly, I would submit that the circum- | the first part of my hon. friend’s remarks 
‘* stances call for early and decided action. | that the return does not show the distr’ 
‘We must not be like ‘dumb driven | bution of copyright moneys to Britis 
‘¢cattle,?”’ authors, lmay say that it is impossible fo: 
{ must say in all candour that the dumb- | the Government to make such a state 
ness spoken of, may, in my Opinion, be | ment. The money collected in Canad 
fairly attributed to those who have not | is transmitied to the British Governmen 
urged the prosecution ot the matter | who make the distribution, and conse 
more energetically. It is all very well to | quently we have no information on the 
say that private correspondence is going | point. With reference to his other 
on, but we cannot know what is doing | marks, I may reply that 1 think I state 
unless we have official correspondence. I | the other day that there was no oflici 
hope that the inducements which have been | correspondence, but I believe there ha 
held out to me amongst other senators to | been some uncfiicial communications ‘ 
persevere in this matter are not fallacious, | the subject. The Government are 0 
and that the Government themselves will open to the charge of not acting energ 
move more energetically and make their | tically on this matter—it isthe expel 
communications more emphatic in the | of usall thatvery often more is d 
future. In 1871 when I brought this sub- | unofficial than by official correspondenc 
ject before the House, I stated:—*'Two | The hon, gentleman has referred to t 
Hon, Mr. Ryan. a 
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- correspondence between Sir Charles 
_ Trevelyan and the Longmans. That gen- 
_ tleman isthe owner of a copyright and 
_ takes precisely the view of wy hon friend, 
_ but Mr. Longman represents much larger 
_ interests in copyrights and holds different 
Opinions, and so far as [can learn repre- 
sents the views of the British publishing 
trade. So it will be seen it is difficult for 
the British Government to deal with the 
_ matter in view of such confli:ting opinions. 
The correspondence that has been going 
on has been conducted b, Sir Francis 
Hincks with the view ot  ffecting the 


minds of the great publishing houses of 


England, and in one of his letters Sir 
Charles Trevelyan refers the Longmans to 
Sir John Rose as an authority in the mat-~ 
ter. In this way the Government have 
been doing all that they could to accom- 
plish the object which my hon friend has 
In view, and which he has tried to accom- 
_ plish in so energetic amanner In answer 
_ to the question whether we intend to urge 
_ onthe Imperial Governmert the impor 
_ tance of this measure, I bez to say it is 
our intention to do.so in ar official letter 
_ during the present session cf the Imperial 
_ Parliament. 
_ Hon. Mr. RYAN—I am sa‘isfied with the 
_ assurance given of immediate action being 
_ taken as I think | have received a distinct 
_ recognition of the principle that official 
__ representations are more likely to have an 
_ effect than any private correspondence. 
_ With reference to Sir Char'es Trevelyan’s 
allusion to Sir John Rose, I may give his 
exact words : ‘* You would do well to con- 
_ fer with Sir John Rose who--here you will 
notice the word Sir Charles uses—was the 
great promoter of the Canadian compro- 
“mise.” ‘This remark refers, I take for 
"granted, to a former perio l. We know 
_ that Sir John Rose conducted the corres- 
- pondence on the part of Canada in 1869, 
and did so with great minuteness, but I 
- am. apprehensive that he has not been 
- ‘urging the matter so energetically since he 
. ceased to have any official connection with 
it. Ihave now come io the third part of 
my enquiry—Whether, in expectation of, 
and preparatory to such Imperial Legisla-~ 
tion, itis the intention of Government to 
introduce during the present, Session any 
__ measure whereby authority may be con- 
- ditionally obtained to levy a suitable ex- 
cise duty on all reprints of British Copy- 
_ right books in Canada, which duty shall be 


Ses 


rag 


made applicable to the use and benefit of 
| ~ the authors and owners of such works ? 
‘This excise duty is recommended in the 
joint report made by Sir ‘rancis Hincks 
and Mr. Dunkin, and transmitted to Eng- 
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once during the present session and in- 
troducing a bill to levy a suitable excise 
duty in case the British Parliament con- 


vious to every one in this House. 
is not done by the Dominion Parliament 


ject we have all in view. 
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The importance of acting at 


sents to allow British copyrights to be re- 
printed in this country, must be ob- 
lf this 


before this session ends, and unless power 
be taken to levy an excise duty and so be 


ready tocorrespond with the Imperial le- 


gislation which we hope for, another four- 
teen months may pass before we meet 
again and our printers and publishers be 
still left to complain of serious and op- 


pressive grievances. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—My hon. friend 
draws a conclusion from the language of 
Sir Charles ‘lrevelyan—a mere inadven- 
tence on the part of the latter evidently— 
which hardly dces justice to the active 
exertions of Sir John Rose, for he con- 
tinues to do all Le can to promote the ob- 
In reply to the 
hon. member’s question, I may say [am 
unable to promise that the Government 
will introduce a Bill during the present 
session for the purpose referred to. It is 
impossible to introduce a Bill without fix- 
ing the rate of duty. My hon. friend will - 
see at present 124 per cent. duty is col- 
lected, Sir Charles Trevelyan says that isa 
fair sum, but Messrs, Longman think it is 
not enough. It will be impossible to in. 
troduce a Bill until we see the action of 
the British Parliament, and have such in- 
formation as will enable us to fix the per 
centage that will be satisfactory to all 
parties. 

Hon.Mr. RYAN thought the same duty, 
124 per cent, would be accepted as quite 
sufficient, and that a conditional Act 
might be passed by the Dominion House 
of Commons to the effect that so soon as 
the Imperial Parliament shall pass an Act 


granting power to reprint British copy 


right works in Canada, then the Governor 
in Council shall have authority to levy an 
excise tax of not less than 15 per cent. on 
such reprints for the benefit of the author 
or holder of the copyright. 

Hon. Mr. WILMOT—I think that the 
hon. member deserves much credit for 
the energy with which he has pressed the 
matter. It seems certainly a very 
anomalous state of things that the Canadian 
publishers are obliged to go across the 
lines to set up a printing establishment in 
order to print books for circulation in 
Canada. We should do everything in our 
power to encourage home industry—not 
drive it to foreign countries. 

Hon. Mr. SANBORN—I think that the 


land by His Excellency the Governor.| hon. member is entitled to every credit 
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for the perseverance he has shown in 
directing the attention of the House and 
Government to this important question. 
I had the honor of expressing an opinion 
on a former occasion, which met with 
some degree of approval, that 
we might have now the power of 
legislating directly on the question of 
Copyrights. Weare seeking the power 
in a different way from what we are seek- 
ing anything else. When Legislative 
power is given to a Colony, it is well under- 
stood on constitutional principles it cannot 
be properly withdrawn ; and when we have 
representative institutions we have the 
right of exercising all the privileges that 
they bring with them. We have exercised 
that power in former times with as little 
apparent right asin this case, [am aware 
that the Imperial Copyright Act does 
extend over the Colonies, I am also 
aware that withregard to Patents of Inven- 
tion, which is a cognate question,and ought 
to be treated in the same way, full liberty 
has been conceded to us by the Imperial 
Government, and if I remember rightly it 
was conceded on account of a refusal on 
the part of the colonies to accept the Im. 
perial view of the matter. It was the 
custom to issue Patents in England for ail 
the colonies, but it was found that there 
was great reluctance even on the part of 
our Courts to enforce those laws, 
therefore they became nullities, and the 
issue was to leave the matter in our own 
hands, Now we might ask whether the 
-game result would not accrue if we adopt- 
ed a copyright lawof our own, Will we 
not give equitable justice to authors, by 
dealing directly with this subject? Where 
is the impropriety of asking what Colonial 
Parliaments have done in several instances, 
legislating upon matters where there was, 
to a certain extent, an infringement of 
Imperial Legislation, but where, at the 
same time the spirit of our constitution, 
gave us this power of acting. It seems to 
me in that way we may best obtain what 
we now desire. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—There is no 
doubt great force in the remarks of the 
hon. gentleman, and 1 think it advisable 
to bring the matter under the notice of 
the Minister of Justice, and ascertaining 
the possibility of obtaining the object in 
the way suggested by the hon. member. 

Hon. Mr. RYAN—1 hope this will not 
prevent the Government urging immediate 
action in the direction which I have sug- 
gested, 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—Certainly not. 
The letter I previously mentioned is now 
being written. 


Hon, Mr. Sanborn, 


[SENATE] 
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POSTAL FACILITIES. |... 
Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD made the follow- — 
ing motion: That an humble Address be — 
presented to His Excellency the Governor — 
General, praying that His Excellency will 
be pleased to be laid before this House, a 
return shewing the number of special 
trains run on the E, and N. American 
Railway, and the portion of the Intercolox | 
nial extending to Amherst, or any portion 
thereof, from the Ist day of May, 1871, to — 
the last day of December of the same — 
year, stating the object, expense, and re- — 
ceipts of such special trains, and by whose — 
authority they were ordered. Also a 
return shewing the names and numbers of | 
all persons who have passed free on any 
portion of such railways, stating by whose 
authority and for what cause such free — 
passes were given for the period above 
mentioned. In the course of some re-— 
marks on the subject he referred to the 
want of mail accommodation on that part — 
of the Intercolonial Railway between 
Painsec Junction and Amherst. He stated — 
from personal knowledge that there had 
been no passenger or mail trains between — 
those two points, although they were run- 
ning on other portions of the road. The — 
Postmaster General lately made an 
arrangement by which a postal car was 
put on for the accommodation of the 
public, but on account of more importance 
being attached to traffic that car was con- 
stantly shunted off, nl fa a 
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL would enquire 
into the matter, and certainly remedy any 
mistake that may have arisen. He did not 
understand why the matter had not bef 
been brought under the notice of 
Government. The returns asked for, he 
added, would be brought down as soon as 
possible. oe 
ip Deh 
SOG 
On motion of Hon. Mr. WILMOT, 
seconded by Hon. Mr. ARMAND, the 
House agreed that when it adjourned that 
day it should stand adjourned until the 
‘evening of Wednesday next. 21¢{ BS 
ii ,SOIe 
IMMIGRATION AID SOCIETIES.) a! 
1Ucsooe 
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a) Bill 
entitled an ‘ Act to provide for the meor 
poration of ImmigrationAid Societies,’ anc 
in doing so, stated that it had been prepar- 
edin consequence of the formation 4 
Ottawa last winter of a society to aid it 
the bringing of immigrants into this coun- 
try.Under the Bill the Minister of Agricu 
ture, will have power from time to time, U 
divide the Provinces into Immigration Dis 


¥ 


ry 
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Immigration 


_ tricts, in each of which there shall be an 
_ Immigration Agent. In each district, an 
Immigration Aid Society or Immigration 
~ Aid Societies, for the purpose of assisting 
~~ immigrants to reach Canada trom Europe, 
and to obtain employment on their arrival 
in Canada, and of enabling persons in 
Pe Canada in want of labourers, artisans, or 
~ servants, to obtain them by such immigra. 
_ tion, may be formed under the Act, The 
_ Society shall have power to enter into 
_ agreements and contracts, either with 
“members of their corporation or with 
- others, for any purpose relating to immi- 
" gration. The Society may receive appli- 
~ cations from persons desiring to obtain 
artisans, workmen, servants or laborers 
' from the United Kingdom, or from any 
_ part of Europe, and may enter into any 
_ lawful contracts with such persons, includ. 
_ ing the obligation on the part of such per- 
"sons to employ the immigrants referred to 
_ on their arrival in Canada. It was the 
” object of the Government to give all the 
“aid in their power to all Societies who were 
_ endeavoring to bring additional population 
~ into the country. He had no doubt the 
_ ~Bill would meet with the approbation of 
the House. 

"~~ Hon. Mr. SANBORN had looked cursorily 
_ Over the Bill, and could not see that it 
" gontained any objectionable features, but 
it seemed to him, 


the first clause might 
_ entail considerable 


expense, since it gave 
_ the power to the Minister of Agriculture to 
_ establish an office in every district. So 
“Tar we have had considerable machinery 
0 induce immigration, but with very little 
“satisfactory results. Unfortunately the con. 
stitution under which we are now placed has 
divided the control of this mode of immi- 
‘gration. The Local Governments, besides, 
hold the lands which are the principal in- 
‘Centive of immigration. The Federal 
overnment consequently was cramped 
8 to means to eftect the purpose it has 
In view, and could only resort to direct 
Subsidy. He thought the best agents are 
Ocal industries—the encouragement of 
manufactures 


and _ construction of public 
wo: He thought it advisable to con- 
fel whether such Colonization Societies 
‘88 existed in Quebec should not be legis- 
dated for in the same Bill—it would not 
‘b@ expedient to have two societies of a 
Gognate character in the same locality, 
He was satisfied that whatever was done 
by the present head of the Department 
with the view of promoting immigration 
would be well performed; he was a man 
Of business capacity and good judgment, 
and would bring those qualities to bear on 
1 


ne administration of this Department ; 
bu ithesame time it was well to remem. 


Pia 
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ber that he was called upon to a large ex« 
tent to make bricks without straw, since 
the means at his disposal for achieving 
anything were very limited. 

Hon. Mr. WARK thought that the pre. 
sent Bill was intended to doa great.deal 
of good, and expressed his opinion that it 
was not advisable for newly arrived im- 
migrants to go upon wilderness lands be- 
fore they had served some time upon 
cleared farms. x. . 

Hon. Mr. WILMOT expressed a similar 
Opinion, and believed measures should be 
taken to keep our own people in the 
country by the encouragement of home 
industries. | 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that the ob- 
jection raised to the first clause was met 
by the fact that any money required 
would have to be voted in Parliament 
every session. At present the immigration 
offices were few in number, and there was 
no intention just now to enlarge the 
number, but only when the necessity 
arose. He was sure that the Minister of 
Agriculture would read with pleasure the 
remarks of the hon. member for Welling— 
ton Division with respect to himself. A 
great deal had already been done in the 
direction of promoting immigration since 
his hon. friend had joined the Govern- 
ment. As respects the reference to the 
Colonization Societies he would mention 
the matter to the Minister of Agricul- 
ture. 

The Bill was read a second time, 


ST. FRANCIS AND MEGANTIC R. R. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN moved the second 
reading of the Bill intituled: ‘An Act 
to amend the St. Francis & Megantic Rail- 
way Act,” the principal objects of which 
are to enable the additional issue of half a 
million of bonds, and the construction of a 
telegraph line aleng the route. Referred 
to the Committee on Railways, Banking 
and Commerce, 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


On motion of Hon. Mr, CAMPBELL, 
the Bill respecting public lands was made 
the first order of the day tor Wednesday 
next. _ 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, May 8, 1872, 
The House met at 3 o’clock, 
DOCUMENTS, 
Hon. Mr, LANGEVIN laid upon the 


431 Treaty 
table the correspondence, tenders, &c., | 
relating to the improvements in the 
Rivers Thames and Sydenham; also re- 
ports of engineers and others respecting 
the canal on the St. Clair flats. 


NEW BILLS. 


Mr. SHANLY introduced a bill to con- 
fer additional powers on the Montreal, 
Vaudreuil and Ottawa Railway Co. 


THE TREATY BILL. 


Hon. SirJ. A. MACDONALD then stated 
that, in accordance with the arrangement 
made the other day, that the bill to give 
‘effect to the Washington Treaty should be 
proceeded with to-day, he would move, 
seconded by Mr. Mackenzie, that the 
Government orders be taken up, and that 
the bill be read a second time. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE, after some prelim. 
inary remarks, alluded to the fishery 
articles. it would be recollected by the 
House that the question of the fisheries 
was not a new one. During the existence 
of the reciprocity treaty, any questions 
that might have arisen out of possible 
collisions and violations by American 
fishermen of our undisputed rights, were 
set at rest. When that Treaty terminated 
it. was the view of the then Government of 
Canada, that it was necessary to adopt 
prompt steps towards the assertion of the 
rights of Canada and the Maritime Pro- 
vinces. At that period Confederation was 

imminent, and very properly the Govern. 
ment had regard to that fact’in the obser- 
vations they addressed to His Kxcellency 
with reference to the situation in question 
at that time. At any rate they hada 
very correct notion as to the importance 
of the fisheries, not merely in reference to 
their intrinsic value, but with reference to 
considerations far beyond any money 
value consideration of cur exclusive right 
to those fisheries. He proposed to read 
to the House some extracts from the 
Mi ute of Council of the 231d March, 1866, 
showing what the view of the Government 
then was. (He then quoted at length 
from the minute in question to show the 
views of the Government as to the impor- 
tance and value of the fisheries to Canada, 
and the necessity for having our right to 
them fully protected.) The result of the 
minute was the statement by the Cana- 
dian Government that, in deference to 
the suggestion of the Imperial Govern- 
ment, they had agreed to adoptasystem of 
licenses for one year, in the hope that in 
the meantime some definite understand~ 
ing might be come to. This minute was 
followed by an attempt to open negotia~ 
tions on the part of the United States 


Hon. Mr. Blake. 
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Government, ‘vhich proceeded a consider- 
able distance out fell through, apparently 
because the United States Government 
did not propose to prevent American 
GshermeYr from encroaching on the fisher~ 
ies. The license system was then put in 
force, and the leader of the Government 
had informed the House that it was a 
failure, This was .0a certain extent true. 
It was true that a nominal license fee had 
at first been paid to some extent, and 
that it was af-erwards disregarded. Under 
these circumstances it was necessary that 
some line or other should be taken, and the 
olicy abolishing license system and ex- 
cludiag United States fishermen from our 
waters was adopted. (He then read extracts 
from the report of the Minister of Marine 
for the year ending 30th June, 1869, as to” 
the effect of ‘he licensing system and its 
failure, as to she value of the fisheries and 
the necessity for taking some definite ac 
tion in the matter.) Things went on for 
another year. ‘The system of exclusion in 
course ot adoption at this period was con- 
tinued, and ke would read the history of © 
the question as it stood at that time. 
(The hon. gentleman then read from 
the report o the Minister of Marine foi 
the year 187( to the effect that the fisher- 
ies had much improved, which was attr 
butable to she excellent ‘fishery law 
adopted by the Parliament of Canada 
{hat the marine police had also been OF 
great service in preventing infractions Oi 
the Customs laws by foreign fishing vessel: 
that the fishevies should not be given up 
without an acequate equivalent, and thé 
the exclusion of American vessels had 
caused a great decrease in their trade 
It would be cbserved, therefore, that the 
policy of the Administration, acquiesced 
in by the country, was to maintain an 
preserve the fisheries, not merely f 
their money value, but for the higher, 
consideration of asserting our right to 
own. The open question was as to the: 
headland lines. In reference to th thi e 
miles limit, a3 interpreted by the United) 
States, there was then no claim on the 
part of that Government, and he hac 
been astonished to hear the leader of the 
Government #ay, that there was a prete 
sion worth méntioning, to tho effect t 
the consequence of the Reciprocity Treat) 
was to abrogete the Convention of 181 
He (Sir John’ had read an_ article to w 
House from in American Law Review ¥ 
this effect, and he was annoyed that De 
should have thought fit to bring forwar¢ 
such an argument when the Unite 
States Government had put for 
no pretence to those fisheries; bu $01 
contrary, had admitted the indisput 
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_ right of Canada to them, and_ had issued 
instructions to their fishermen notifying 
_ them of the passage of the Canadian laws. 
and warning them that they should not 
violate them. Under these circumstances 
_ the policy of this country was that the 
question with reference to headland lines 
_ should be settled, and the Imperial Go. 
' yernment agreed with us in our construc- 
- tion of the treaty upon that question, and 
in our construction of the treaty with 
_yeference to our trading rights. At the 
same time the Imperial Government was 
__yery anxious that there should bea liberal 
construction of what it agreed should be 
our rights, and he read from the report of 
- the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to 


Treaty 


_ establish this point. Upon the urgent | 


__ pressure of the Imperial Government, and 
pending the personal negotiation conduct- 
ed by Mr. Campbell, the Canadian Govern- 
_ ment agreed to give a more unrestricted 
&. interpretation to that portion of the ars 
_ rangement for the season. On the 9th 
June it was determined that Mr. Campbell 
_ should be sent to England to negotiate 
upon the fishery among other questions, 
and in the instructions to him he was 
__ expressly referred to. certain reports of 
the 15th and 20th December, which had 
been already approved by the Government, 
__ which the Government admitted correctly 
represented the position of this question 
to which they desired him to. call 
the attention of the colonial au- 
_. thorities in England, but which the 
House was now solemnly told were 
not fit to be brought down, as well from 
_. Imperial as from Canadian considerations. 
He thought they could all conjecture what 
_ the Canadian considerations were that 
___ they were purely governmental consider. 
ations. (Hear, hear.) Who could say, after 
all that had been brought down, after all 
tae remonstrances that had been made, 
* and after the strong expressions of opinion 
that had been uttered upon the subject, 
that the publication of these documents 
__.would ke prejudicial to any interest other 
_ than the interests of hon. gentlemen op. 
‘posite? The reason they had not been 
brought down was because they would 
| prove damaging .to the Government; for 
_ they would show that their position was 
still more humiliating, because of the 
change that had taken place in the views 
they had formerly expressed upon the 
subject. (Hear, hear.) But the House had 
enough before it tobe able to forma 
judgment as to what was left behind. He 
then proceeded to read from the Minutes 
_ of the Council, and from the instructions to 
_ Mr. Campbell, to show the strong views 
- the Government then entertained upon 


. 
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the fishery question, which they had pro- 
posed should be referred for settlement to 
a Commission. The original proposition 
was that this Commission should be com- 
posed of three persons—a representative 
of Great Britain, a representative of the 
United States, and a representative of 
Canada. He asked if that proposition had 
been accepted, and the Minister of Justice 
had been appointed under it, what posi- 
tion he would have held? He maintained 
that the hon. gen leman would have been 
a Canadian Commissioner, and that no 
other argument was admissible. He (Mr. 
Blake) read further from Mr. Campbell’s 
instructions, and from the correspondence 
between the Government and Lord Kim- 
berley, upon the question of appointing such 


a commission, composed of one British, 


one Canadian, and one United States Com- 
missioner, and argued that while the Can- 
adian was to be an Imperial Commissioner 
he would more especially be a representa- 
tive of Canada, having a right to assent to 
or reject any propositions that might be 
made before the Commission affecting 
Canadian interests. It would be observed 
that, in the correspondence between the 
Imperial Government and Sir Edward 
Thornton, the latter was directed to com- 
municate with the Governor-General, and 
that correspondence must have taken 
place between the British Minister and 
His Excellency’s advisers, but that corres- 
pondence had not been brought down. 
The House had not been told what com~ 
munications had passed between this Gov- 
ernment and Sir Edward Thornton upon 
the subject of the Commission, The only 
official information there was upon this 
point was in the speech from the throne 
last session, in which the statement was 
made that it had been decided to refer 
the fishery question toa commission, upon 
which Canada would be represented. He 
(Mr. Blake) also read a further passage 
from the speech and from Orders in 
Council to show that, in the opinion of 
the Government, the policy of exclusion 
had been perfectly successful, and attend- 
ed with the happiest results. He read also 
from 2 speech of Sir John Macdonald last 
session, in explanation of these passages 
from the speech from the throne, in order 
to establish the fact that the acceptance 
of the appointment as High Commissioner 
was subsequent to the enlargement of the 
scope of the Commission at the instance of 
the American Government. The House 
had been told, however, that this enlarge- 
ment could notin the slightest degree 
injuriously affect the interests of Canada, 
for the hon. gentleman had: stated in a 
speech delivered on 20th February last 
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year that the Imperial Government 
had given repeated assurances that none 
of the rights of Canada would be surren- 
dered without her consent, and that the acs 
tion of the Commission would not be final 
and conclusive, but would go before the 
House of Lords and the House of Commons. 
Now be (Mr. Blake) demanded that those 
assurances should be produced. which the 
first Minister had pledged himself to give 
when he asked the House to abstain from 
an expression of an opinion with regard 
to the Commission. When he asked the 
House to stay its hand, and when he told 
it that there were repeated assurances 
from the British Government, first, that not 
one of the rights of Canada should be sura 
rendered without her consent, and second. 
that the action of the Commission would 
not be conclusive, but would go before the 
House of Lords and Commons. those as~ 
surances had been believed. The right of 
navigating the St. Lawrence had been sur- 
rendered without consulting Canada, and 
the House of Lords and Commons together 
could not undo what had been done in 
that respect. (Hear, hear.) He (Mr. Blake) 
then passed on to consider another declar- 
ation made by the first Minister on the 
24th February, when, in deprecating the 
proposed motion of the hon. member for 
Sherbrooke, he said that if it passed he 
would goto Washington as a mere dele. 
gate, having no voice in the deliberations 
of the Commission. It thus appeared that 
if he had _ received instructions from the 
House he would have gone as a delegate, 
but without instructions he would have 
been arepresentative. (Hear, hear.) That 
was the character in which the hon. gen- 
tleman had accepted the appointment, and 
it was because he had assumed that posix 
tion that he (Mr. Blake) felt at the time 
that it would be better to leave him free 
and unfettered in his action and respon « 
sibility. If the House had been told, how- 
ever, that the hon. gentleman was to 
come back and plead that, although he 
had assurances from the Imperial Govern- 
ment that nothing would be done without 
the consent of Canada, he was bound while 
at Washington to follow the instructions of 
Her Majesty's Government alone, without 
any power of vetoing propositions which 
effected Canadian interests, he (Mr. Blake) 

did not believe the House would ever 

have done what it had done. He certain! y; 

had he anticipated the result, would never 

have taken the responsibility of tendering 

to the hon. member for Sherbrooke, the 

advice he had tendered, to abstain from 

asking the House to give expression to an 

opinion upon the question. The hon. 

gentleman opposite, last year, stated that 
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no condition of the treaty affecting Canad, 
would become law, unless ratified by the 
Canadian Parliament, and there was there 
fore no risk. He (Mr. Blake) had ther 
stated his willingness to let him go t 
Washington, a8a Minister and Commis 
sioner to carry out that view, on his own 
responsibility. Anterior to this, however, 
and while the hon, gentleman was talking 
so loudly of Canada’s rights not being 
surrendered without her consent.’ and 
when the unanimous opinion of the House 
and the country was that the principle of 
exclusion from the fisheries was the true 
policy, and that the fisheries should not 
be surrendered for anything short of reci. 
procal trade relations, theré was a despatch 
by cable which they were told was in sub- 
stance contained in the despatch of the 
16th Eebruary. This despatch he read, ac- 
nowledging Canada’s rights to retain the 
fisheries, but suggesting the advisability 
of a money payment as compensation fo 
their cession, so as to avoid disputes. -Was 
that suggestion contained in *the cable 
message also? 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS.—No. . 
Hon, Mr. BLAKE thought the hon. gen- 
tleman would say so when he had taken 
time to refiect. Why was not the country 
informed of these suggestions instead of 
being left to grove in the dark? It was, 
however. stated in the cable despatch that 
Her Majesty’s Government would not con« 
sent to any foreign exclusion? Was no 
that a pretty broad hint, and one which 
ought to have been stated? Supposing a 
proposal had been made that the fisheries 
should be sold, how many voices would 
have been raised in its favour? Would 
one single member in the House have ad- 
vocated such an idea? The hon. gentles 
man heard that a foregone conclusion 
would not be allowed, the policy of exclu- 
sion would not necessarily be adhered to 
yet he gave no whisper of alarm. he 
hon. gentleman boasted that, on the 10th 
of March, he caused a telegram to be sent 
that the Canadian Government held that 
the fisheries should not be settled without 
their consent. He knew that the senti« 
ment of the country was against a sale, 
and it was, therefore, his duty to say, “I 
cannot consent to a proposal for the cess 
sion of the fisheries for a money payment 
at all, and I will have nothing more to do — 
with it.”” He then referred to the instrucs 
tions given to the Commissioners, in which 
it was stated that Her Majesty’s Governs 
ment would be glad that the Commission 
should come to @ conclusion on the matter 
of the fisheries, but feared they 
find it expedient that a settlement shoul 
be arrived at by some other means, and 
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suggesting in*that event a reference to an 
independent and different Commission, not 
hampered with the Alabama and other 
matters. Only one week later, under 
date of 16th February, the British Gov- 
ernment proposed, as a thing to be de- 
sired, the settlement of the fishery ques~ 
tion by a money payment. As to the ac- 
count given ef the proceedings in Confer- 
ence, it was most inconvenient thrt one of 
the Commissionérs should state that the 
protocols did not properly represent the 
case, and must only be taken with his 
explanations. Well, the Commission very 
soon came to the discussion of the fish~ 
eries, when the British Ministers stated 
that they were prepared to discuss the 
question in general or in detail, either by 
taking into consideration the rights of the 
two nations, or by dealing with the mat. 
ter in a more comprehensive view, leaving 
it thus altogether to the Americans. It 
need not be doubted that the Americans 
chose the view which best suited them. 
Then came a discussion as to reciprocity, 
which was a solemn farce, for every one 
knew that it was quite hopeless to try to 
Obtain a Reciprocity Treaty. How did 
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this tremendous change, as far as Canada, 
was concerned, take place without one} 


word of protest and objection? The only 
protest was that Canada thought the fish~ 
ries should not be sold without her con- 
sent. When the hon. gentleman was 
going to Washington, he stated that the 
frst thing to be discussed was what were 
the rights of Canada; then how were 
they to be enforced, and then what com-~ 
pensation would she receive for any rights 
whe surrendered. He agreed that that 
was the true way of dealing with the mat- 
r; and the hon. gentleman had then 
correctly stated the order of events; 
but immediately afterwards he reversed 
it.. It had been stated that the hon. gen- 
leman could not protest, and that he 
could not have threatened a withdrawal; 
but when he found that such a change 
had taken place as would never have been 


{ 


was his duty to maintain that Canada’s 

ell understood views should not be dis- 
regarded. The hon. gentleman, the first 
minister, had pointed out that there was 


thought that argument could scarcely be 
pressed; for it was well known that the 
American fisheries were almost useless ; 
and if the Americans, by their reckless- 
ness, had almost worn out their own fish- 
eries, how long would it have been before 
they would be at our mercy? And so 
soon as they could get no fish of their 
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sanctioned by the House or country, it: 


now a reciprocal right to fish; but he 


Own, their markets would have keen open 
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to us? Practically, the present arrange- 
ment was a cession of our rights for 
money, and after the statements in the 
despatches of the Imperial Government, 
hon. gentlemen could not now turn round 
and say it was a transaction of reciprocal 
trade. He (Mr. Blake) objected to a cess 
sion of territorial rights for a money con- 
sideration at all. It was not only objec- 
tionable in itself, but its inevitable ten- 
dency would lead to future exactions of 
the same description. He maintained 
that the Treaty failed to settle Canada’s 
rights in the fisheries, and that every 
year during which the question was lett 
open, would make a solution more difli- 
cult. If the question had been settled 
there would be, at the end of the twelve 
years during which the ‘Treaty would 
continue, only the question whether or 
not they should revert to the old system 
of exclusion. It was a blunder in states- 
manship that the British Commissioners, 
when they determined to accede to the 
granting of. the coiemon right to the 
iisheries, did not stipulate that Canada’s 
rights should be acknowledged at once 
anu forever. It was absolutely necessary, 
in order to the carrying out of the clauses 
of the Treaty, that those rights should be 
settled; because on that settlement 
would depend the amount to be paid as 
compensation. Ali the reasoning on 
which the Treaty had been founded, every 
argument used by the British Govern~ 
ment, and every argument which hon. 
gentlemen opposite urged, were based on 
the proposition that there was a source of 
irritation and dispute between the two 
countries, which would be settled by the 
Americans being admitted to the common 
right of fishing, and which it was danger- 
ous to the peace of the Empire to leave 
unsettled. Hon. gentlemen opposite had 
always argued that the longer the rights 
ia question were left undefined, the more 
difficult would be the solution when the 
time came for an amicable settlement; 
and, therefore, by that argument, what- 
ever the difliculties were last year, they 
would be increased ten fold at the end of 
ten or twelve years. A course might 
have been adopted which would have 
given move leverage and a greater power 
of resistance to those proposals, which 
every man of ordinary foresight must 
perceive would be made at the end of the 
twelve years. Had the Treaty provided 
an annual payment, to endure for twelve 
years only, there would, at the end of 
that time, have been a necessity that 
there should be a new arrangement of 
some kind; but, instead of this, a gross 
sum was to be paid—not as the value of 
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the fee simply of the surrender privileges, 
but as the value of twelve years’ pur- 
chase. At the end of this time, Canada 
would have to give a notice, and if there 
was. difficulty in settling her rights now, 
that difficulty would then be an impossi- 
bility; and he maintained, therefore, that 
the practical result of the Treaty was to 
cede the fisheries forever, in return for 
twelve years’ purchase. As tothere being 
now 4 critical state of relations between 
the two countries, why, there would be 
the same then; the same hectoring, the 
same blustering and bragging, if only for 
the purpose of retsining the fishing pri- 
vileges. It had been urged in favor of 
the Treaty, that it gave Canada the free 
right to export fish and oil to the United 
States. Was this so? There was now a 
bill before Congress awaiting the decision 
on the Treaty which would give American 
fishermen a bounty on all their earnings, 
and this would still put Canadian fisher~ 
men ata disadvantage; and so the pre- 
gent inequality would be restored, it might 
not be to so great an extent, as the 
bounty might not be so large as the duty, 
but sti there would be the inequality. 
If the Treaty had been intended to 
remove every difference, it should have 
eontained a provision that American fish- 
ermen should receive no bounty. Hon. 
gentlemen opposite had stated it to be 
utterly useless to connect the fisheries 
with the subject of reciprocity; but he 
believed that the fisheries were a great 
lever in obtaining reciprocity. It was 
something Canada had to give, but that 
something was now gone, and gone for- 
ever. The hor. gentleman on this sub- 
ject had been more than usually inconsis- 
tent. He had told them with much 
earnestness that the exclusion of the 
Americans from our fisheries was produc- 
tive of disputes and contention, and that 
it was necessary, in the interests of the 
Empire and peace, that they should be 
allowed to participate. Shortly afterwards 
he had told them that the American peo- 
le did not want the fisheries, almost the 


whole of the Union being against that por. , 


tion of the Treaty, and they would be glad 
if the fishery clauses were rejected. He (Mr. 
Blake) was amused at that branch of the 
hon. gentleman’s argument. The naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence was unquestion- 
ably a territorial right, equally with the 
fisheries, and he thought the argument 
that the question was one of boundary was 
a poor one. The Treaty dealt with the 
navigation of the St. Lawrence from its 
point of contact with the United States 
to where it became a part of the ocean, 
and the question was one of the right to 
navigate the river within our exclusive 


Hon, Mr. Blake. 
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pounds, a right appertaining to the various 
Provinces anterior to the Dominion, 
confirmed by the British North America — 
Act. The hon. gentleman had stated that 
England had given repeated assurances 
that the rights 
surrendered without her consent. 
not the navigation of her rivers a right of — 
Canada? They had also been told that — 
technically the Empire had the right to 
cede territorial rights, and not only our 
waters but the lands over which they flow, — 
however wrong such a cession might be. 
But he (Mr. 
England had no right to cede the naviga- 
tion of the 
sent of Canada. 
set his hand toa Treaty which, without 
the consent of this country by her Parlia- 
ment, parts with the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence. He considered that a stronger 
acknowledgment of the extent of our right 
should be given than that given oy the 
United States on the Reciprocity Treaty 
of 1854, when they accepted as a privilege, 


to navigate the St, Lawrence. 
referred to the treaty of 1846 under which, 
he said, the North Branch of the Columbia — 
river was in precisely the same position, ac- 
cording to boundaries then fixed, as the St. 
Lawrence is at present. 
that the navigation of the St. Lawrence l 
the west and the fisheries in the east, were - 


obtained fair terms from the United States. 
The treaty gave Canada the right of naviga 
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of Canada should not be 
Was > 


Blake) considered that 


St. Lawrence without the con- 
The hon. gentleman had — 


under the terms of that treaty, the right 
He then 


He maintainec 
the lever by which Canada ought to have 


ting Lake Michigan, tor 12 years, and h 
thought a similar limit should have bee 
made as to the Americans navigatin 
the St. Lawrence to Montreal. He charge 
the Minister of Justice with cowardice, 
not asserting his rights against the cupidif} 
of the United States. By the treaty of St 
Petersburg, Canada had the right to navi 
gate the rivers of Alaska, but the British 
Commissioners evidently knew nothing 0 
that treaty, and proposed that the nav ga 
tion of these rivers should be ceded to 
them, and the Americans had assented 
a grave face on one side and a laug 
the other. He could not believe that 
British Government had ceded the na’ 
tion of the St. Lawrence without t 
consent of the Canadian Commissioner © 
the Canadian Government, either express 
ed or implied, There was no doubt wna 
there were certain difficulties in comse 
quence of the treaty-making power 
in the empire, and to carry out the ¢ 
tution it would be necessary from tir 
time to make such arrangements as W 
practically give authority to the volt 
in such matter. a 
It being six o’clock the House rose. ~ 
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AFTER RECESS. 
INTERNATIONAL BRIDGE. 


bill to confirm an agreement between the 
Grand Trunk Railway Compsny and the 
International Bridge Company. The Com - 
_ Militee adopted the bill and reported. 

_ The bill was then read a thicd time and 
passed. 


ad _ MONTREAL TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 
On motion of Mr. BULTON the bill to 
extend the powers of the Montreal Tele. 
peeteph Company was read a second time. 


THE TREATY BILL. 


a Hoa. Mr. BLAKE resumed his speech 
on the seconireading of the bill to give 
effect to the Treaty ot Wastiington. With 
regard to Fenian claims he haa said, when 
the subject wrs brought up by she member 
for Lennox the other day, that he regretted 
its premature introduction, as it might 
complicate the general discussion; but 
he was now glad that it had been brought 
up, ashe would not be called upon to 
speak at any great length now. He desired 
to speak particularly of the position of 
those claims. The House knew that for 
several years Fenian raids had been a 
source of anxiety and difticulty 
in this country, that we had been 
* obliged to undertake from time to 
_ time very large expenditures on ac- 
count of them. This was not the only in- 
- convenience. The men who had come for- 
_ ward bravely to defend the country had 
done so at great loss to themselves. The 
_ House knew that the feeling of insecurity 
_had a bad effect on the country, both by 
_ Withdrawing foreign capital and causing a 
_ stagnation in business affairs. There were 
_ also the considerations of a ditferent char-« 
acter in the loss o{ the lic. of the brave 
men who fell in our defence ; and besides 
all this, we were suffering extreme in- 
_ dignity in the position in which we were 
placed with reference to the neighbouring 
Power, because these raids had been or- 
‘ganized and encouraged there, public 
/ drilling had taken place, and public 
Speeches had been made by men in high 
_ position in the neighbouriag republic 
gainst this country; and all this was 
_ going on for a long period, culminating 
from time to time in fresh attacks, caus. 
ing inconvenience and difficulty to the 
4 moe untry, 
guage of the Government which he had 
_ quoted expressed in terms not at all too 
_ Strorg, what was the position of the em- 
pire towards the United States in this 
_ Matter; but the conduct of the Imperial 
\ 80 
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He maintained that the lan- 
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Government had been very strange, and 
it was painful to contrast their course with 
that they had adopted in’ the case of the 
capture of Englishmen by Greek brigands, 
and towards Abyssinia. The Government 
had stated in their despatch of the Ist 
July that, having received all the infor- 
mation asked for as to the representations 
made from time to time by Her Majesty’s 
Government to the Government of the 
United States, they were of opinion that, 
during all those years of suifering and loss, 
Her Majesty’s Government had not’ made 
any other vigorous effort to put'a stop to the 
wrong. He entirely concurred in this lan- 
guage. At the very time these things were 
going on, and they were refusing redress 
to us, the United States were claiming re« 
dress on account of the Alabama depre-~ 
dations. 1t was not necessary to show the 
difference in- enormity between the two 
cases; but he would repeat a few extracts 
from a memorandum the Canadian Go-~ 
vernment had prepared for transmission 
to the Government of the United States, 
in order to show on what they based the 
Fenian claims. The hon. gentleman then 
read from the memorandum in order to 
show the case as ‘presented by the Cana- 
dian Government. The memorandum 
pointed out the wrongs that were being 
permitted by the United States in foster- 
ing the Fenian organization, and referred 
tothe fact that Mr. Colfax, now Vice 
President of the United’ States, had been 
present at Yenian meetings, and had open- 
ly encouraged them. He had alluded to 
this in order to show how great our griev- 
ances were, and how utterly inconsistent 
with the position of an independent 
power it was, that those grievances should 
remain unredressed. But the hon. gentle- 
men Opposite were now ready to put this 
case as a case of minor importance, and 
were ready to deal with it as a mere mats 
ter of money. In his opinion they 
lowered the question altogether, when 
they talked of it as a question of money. 
The point that was desired was an acs 
knowledgment that there had been a dis- 
regard of the duty of a neighbouring state,. 
and the settlement for the future of the 
question, whether it was right or wrong, 
in accordance with the principles of inter- 
national law or not, that the Government 
of the United States should allow its citi- 
zens and subjects to drill and organize for 
the purpose of invading a friendly power. 
That question entirely overbore the sim- 
ple question of money loss. The hon. 
gentleman had said that our claims were 
principally of the character of indirect 
damages, and that it would have been 
very embarrassing to have pressed them. 


_ the withdrawal of the Fenian claims. 
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The empire was at that time acknowledg- 
ing that the cost of fitting out cruisers in 
order to capture the Alabama was within 
the scope of damages recoverable, and 
what were we asking for? We were ask- 
ing for the direct damages involved in our 
being obliged to fit out an army, and for the 
loss of life which had occurred; and the 
law which they agreed should govern the 
Alabama claims should govern ours. The 
Imperial Government had not taken the 
ground that there were nodirect damages. 
They stated that they would urge them 
no farther, because a part of them were 
inferential; and because of this they had 
decided to abandon them all. He did 
think that this question, at the conclusion 
of the conference, stood in the most un- 
fortunate position possible for the Empire. 
He did not believe that the policy which 
dictated the treaty was the true policy in 
the interests of the Empire. He did not 
believe that the concession of undisputed 
rights to the cupidity and earnestness of 
a neighbouring power would ensure 
friendly relations. He did not believe 
that the abandonment of clear, plain, and. 
just demands, like ours, was the way to 
obtain a cessation of the causes which led 
to them. As he had said before, he 
thought the question of money was of 
minor importance compared with the dif- 
ficulty of loss of prestige, of sovereignty, 
and self-respect which we had suffered for 
the Empire, in giving up the considera- 
tion of the question of what was the duty 
of the United States in time of peace. 


The Government expressed their views 


both as to the Fenian claims and fishery 
claims in June, and were answered as to 
the latter by the Colonial Secretary. 
There were no newarguments in that 
answer, andin July, with the whole Im- 
perial argument before them, our Govern- 
ment came to a conclusion as to their 
duty, and that conclusion was evidenced 
in their despatch of July, which indicated 
in the plainest terms that, notwithstand- 
ing the Imperial considerations alleged by 
the Colonial secretary, they were not pre~« 
pared to accept the treaty or accede to 
He 
would read what the Government had 
said of the Fenian question. He then 
quoted from the despatch, speaking of the 
general dissatisfaction of the people on ac- 
count of the non-removal of the principal 
cause for anxiety between the two coun- 
tries, stating that the Privy Council were 
very apprehensive as to the difference of 
Opinion between Canada and the United 
States as to the duty of a friendly state in 
atime of peace, and adding that the 
Fenian organization was still in full vigour, 
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and there was no reason to hope fora 
better performance by the United States 
of their duty in the future than in the 
past, and terming the matter as one of the 
greatest importance to the people of 
Canada. That despatch was written in 
the proper spirit. There was then no- 
mention of the paltry question of money. 
Hon, gentlemen then took the proper 
ground; but, if they were right how far 
were they fallen now from that time when 
inflamed with zeal for the country and 
rising to the dignity of their position, they — 
wrote that despatch? Not a word was 
said from the other side, and yet, in Jan- 
uary they wrote, proposing a guarantee of 
four million pounds of compensation for 
the whole matter. They proposed not te 
leave the question open to be resumed 
at a more convenient time, when England 
should rise to a sense of her duty to the 
world and to the United States, but to 
abandon the matter, and take from Eng« 
land an endorsement of a bill for four 
million pounds; thus admitting that all 
this highflown writing, all this dignified 
statement, all this high appreciation of 
what the honour of the couatry required, 
was merely atfected to enhance the amount 
of money to be paid by England. (Cheers,) — 
First, England was to discharge her duty ; 
next, she was to pay for neglecting to do 
so. The observation of the member for 
Lambton was indisputably correct, that 
the proposal was utterly unaccountable, 
remembering how they had spoken in 
July, and then how they had proposed to 
abandon the claims, and agreed that the 
question should be left. He need not say 
that if the Empire was willing to make 
such an arrangement for the sale of ou 
honour and for the blood of those who had 
been slaughtered in our defence, of course 
the claim would not be pressed. If the 
English Government did not press it it 
the face of the despatch of July, woule 
they be likely to do it now? And the 
United States, after declining to considet 
it would now know that it had been settled 
by the acknowledgment on the part 0) 
the whole Empire, Canada included, that 
it was not fit that the Republic shoule 
be called upon to discharge its duty, and 
that—he was not afraid to say it—we wer 
afraid to demand fair justice and the dis: 
charge of ordinary duties from them. 
Under these circumstances the proposa 
of the hon. gentleman inflicted upon ué 
the most serious injury possible. Wha 
cause could they cite to make correct tk 
despatch of January, if that of July was 
correct’? As to the money argument, @! 
suming that it was worth all that was st 
ted by the Minister of Finance, it was nt 
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for that money that we should have given 
up our position. Only to-day the hon. 
member for Lambton had received a re- 
presentation of the circumstances of the 
widowed mother of one of the young men 
who fell at Ridgeway. ‘To say that there 
should be no application for redress, and 
no proposal that these disgraceful out- 
rages should be prevented in the future, 
was something that the House was not 
‘prepared to forget or forgive, and they 
would not forget or forgive the men who 
had made tie proposal that the empire 
‘should provide the compensation. In 
‘reference to the fishery clauses the Gos 
-vernment stated in July, that they were 
a fair, and maintained that there had 
‘ollowed no possible reasons which could 
induce a change of view. He recognized the 
duty of looking to Imperial interests, but 
enied that they should judge of those 
nterests entirely on the representations of 
hose who might chance to be in power in 
Ingland, He was prepared to consider 
question as the Government had con- 
ered it in July, and it devolved on them 
0 show that there were Imperial consider- 
tions adduced afterwards which overbore 
heir own determination, Hon. gentle« 
mn Opposite told them that the guarantee 
given solely with reference to the 
nian claims; but he believed, froma 
yerusual of the papers, that the pro- 
0sal was that they were prepared 
o ask Parliament to adopt the fishery 
icles, and abandon the Fenian claims 
getting the guarantee. Hon gentle- 
mM, in the correspondence, stated very 
perly that the cession of territorial 
ts for a money consideration was most 
ugoant to the feelings of the people 
of Canada; and yet they so judged, or he 
hoped so mi-judged, the feelings of Par- 
ment as to believe that, when they 
ed that they had obtained the gua. 
tee, they might say, *‘ Put your feelings 
id your honour in your pocket; England 
has agreed to guarantee our vill; we have 
dour claims to good advantage; let 
be tnankful.’’ (Cheers.) Thit was the 
sition, and he desired hon. gentlemen 
to show where Imperial considerations 
Were suggested to their minds that induced 
them to change their views. The reison 
8 that they believed they could induce 
the people of Canada—having pointed out 
‘injured feelings how soiled our hon- 

r. how humiliated our feelings at the 
tude we were calle i upon to take,—to 
‘Make the sacriice and adopt the measure, 
if only they could show the ‘lreaty in one 
Rand, and the money in the other ‘If the 
‘Sacrifice was to be made at ail, it would 
have been muck better to have it made on 
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Imperial considerations only, and Canada 
would have stood much better with Kng- 

land if she had accepted an unacceptable 
treaty, because she believed it to be in 
the interests of the Empire, than by simply 
raising objections to increase the amount 
she was to receive. To come down, hows 
ever, from this high ground, and take the 
question of money, He maintained that 
the statement of the Minister of Finance 
was fallacious, and that all Canada would 
gain by the guarantee would be, not $600,- 
000 as had been stated, but merely 13 per 
cent. on the $12,500,000. and for this they 
were to abandon the Fenian claims, and 
the hope of security in the future that 
would be derived from a recognition by 
the United States of her duty towards us, 
and also to accept the fishery articles, 
There had been good evidence of the con- 
tinuance of the Fenian organization in the 
recent raid in Manitoba, which, small and 
insignificant as it was, wouli cost near a 
quarter of a million of dollars. He did 
not believed that the proposed arrange- 
ments were in the interests of the Empire 
or of peace, or that they would solve the 
difficulties between the two nations, and 
while he was prepared to agree that a 
liberal, and fair and reasonable view should 
be taken, he was also prepared most dis- 
tinctly to affirm that it was all important 
that no plain, clear, right should be ceded 
away simply because others had set their 
hearts upon the acquisition, of what 
was not their own. Those who spoke of 
the freaty being in the interest of peace 
were greatly mistaken. They called 
‘‘peace’’ when there was no peace. He 
had been called upon to remember the 
monarchy, of which they were a part. He 
did ‘remember tkat monarchy, and its 
arms and motto—'' Dieu et mon Droit’ — 
God and my right. That was the motto 
under which our sovereign had ruled, and 

whether the appeal should be to the God 
of Battles, he believed that appeal would 
not be unanswered if only the case were 
(‘My right,” it we maintained ‘‘ God and 
my right ’’—and who would dare to say 
we were asking for more? He had no 
doubt that truth aad justice would prevail, 

and that no danger would ensue on their 
asserting plainly and temperately what 
those rights were; but they would be 

untrue to the motto which had stood at 

the head of the monarchy:so long, if they 
were now to say that plain, clear and dis- 
tinct rights should be abandoned from 
alleged, though he believed false, expe- 

diency, It, however, the ‘Treaty was to be 

ratified, they were free to express their 

opinions and the opinion of the country, 

and they were surely free, they were 


ALT 
AY \ 
surely bound to say that the proposals of 
gentlemen opposite, subsequent to the 
negotiations, were not such as were con» 
sistent with the honour of the country, 
or such as the House should adopt. He 
moved, seconded by Mr. Hon. Mr, Dorion, 
the following amendment :—‘ That before 
proceeding further with the said bill, this 
House feels bound to declare that, while 
Her Majesty’s loyal subjects, the people 
of Canada, would at all times make any 
reasonable sacrifice in the interests of the 
Empire, there is just grounds for the dis- 
satisfaction pervading the whole country as 
to the mode in which our rights have been 
dealt within the negotiations at Wasaing. 
ton, and the subsequent proposal of our 
Government that England should adopt a 
Canadian loan as the price of the adoption 
of the treaty, and the abandonment of 
the claims in respect of the Fenian raids, 
which affect not merely our peace but also 
our honour and our peace.’’ (Loud cheers.) 
The hon. gentleman resumed his seat 
shortly after nine o’clock, after a speech 
of nearly four hours duration. 

Hon. Mr. 
from the peculiar position he occupied 
towards parties in this House, he felt 
bound at the earliest opportunity to state 
the views which he entertained with re. 
spect to the course that ought to be pur~ 
sued upon the motion of the Minister of 
Justice, for the second readiny of this 
bill, With regard tothe amendment that 
had been offered by the hon. member for 
West Durham, he judged from the tenor 
of the speech with which it had been pre- 
faced, and from the language in which:it 
was couched, that it amounted practically 
to a declaration that this House should 
reject the Treaty of Washington. (Hear, 
hear.) Now, from the first day on which 
he (Mr. Macdougall) had had an oppor. 
tunity of perusing and considering the 
provisions of the !'reaty, he had come to 
the conclusion in his mind, without any 
meditation, without any doubt, and he 
had had opportuuities of knowing some- 
thing of the discussions that had preceded 
the umportant deliberations which resulted 
in the treaty—that it would be his duty 
as a representative of the peopls in this 
House to give his support to the -treaty. 
He believed upon examination of its va- 
rious clauses and conditions, that it was a 
treaty framed in the interest of the people 
of this country, apart altogether from the 
question which had been discussed at as 
much length and with such ability by the 
hon. gentleman who had preceded him. 
(Hear, hear.) After all the discussion 
that had taken place upon it, after all the 
Opinions that had been expressed in this 
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House and the country, after all that had 
been said about it by the public press of 
Wngland and the United States, as well ag 
in Canada, after every point had been 
fully brought out that could he suggested, 
his firm, deliberate conviction was that 
the treaty made between Hngland and 
the United States was, so far as the clauses. 
which affected the people of this country 
were concerned, a good, a desirable, and a 
beneficial treaty. (Caeers.) . That was the 
view he entertained, and it was not one 
which would ba disturbed by considera- 
tions as to what hon. gentlemen opposite 
had said or done; whether their dess— 
patches were correct, or their negotiations 
cleverly coaducted; whether they were 
right on this or right on that; or whether 
the first Minister had throughout acted — 
consistently or not, he thought that 
these were juestions of minor importance, - 
which had no real bearing upon the sub- 
ject before the House. Hon. gentlemen — 
were here as members of the Canadian 
Parliament to consider whether or not 
this short bill should become law; and, as 
the discussion seemed to be wandering 
away from ihe real question, he would read 
the words of the proposed enactment, 
He then read the preamb‘e and first clause 
of the bill, and continuing said, that that 
was the question before the House. Was 
it expedient or was it not, to adopt this 
measure? He said it was expedient; he 
said it was necessary; he said it was their 
duty as reprensentatives of the peogle of 
Canada toalopt the necessary laws to carry 
that treaty into effect, (hear, hear,) and 
he would eideavour to give hon. members 
of the House some reasons, irom the point 
of view he occupied, why they should do 
as in this Act it was recited it was their 
intention t» do. He had said that the 
previous discassions were unimportant so 
far as meeting the question really before 
the House was concerned; but in another 
light they were important as aiding in an 
understanding of the progress that had- 
been made in regard to this matter. He 
was not one of those, even when he had 
had the honour of a seat upon the other 
side of the Jiouse, who had taken so strong 
a view of the fishery rights of Canada as 
some of his hon. friends on both sides of 
the House. Ue had never been confident 
that the right to exclude the fishermer 
of other ccuntries from the privilege of 
fishing within the three mile limit of our 
coasts was « right which it was so importa 
ant to maintain for the sake of any ad- 
vantage that we derived from it, He had 
heard no arguments, either in the House 
or elsewhere, nothing had been put for. 
ward in all the discussions that had yas 
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place, to satisfy him that the fishermen 
of the fishing colonies would catch more 
fish, would make more money, would be 
better oft, would be improvel in any of 
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teed fishermen from our waters. Covld 
eit be shown that any serious detriment 
' would be done to their interest? why we 
should make a more rigorous bargain ? 
why we should cling more tenaciously to 
those rights than we had done? He had 


their material circumstances by exvluding | 
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not, however, taken that view. He had | 


not been able to convince himself, and 
he had examined the subject with a good 
deal of care at a time when he was res~ 
ponsible for dealing with it as a member 
of the Government, that the advantage 
which flowed from exclusive rights over 
‘ the fishing grounds was serious and sub- 
4 stantial in its nature. (Hear, hear.) Dux 
ring the whole time the Rec‘procity Treaty 
_ of 1854 was in force, American fishermen 
were permitted to land upon our coast, 
and to fish in our waters. When that 
prreaty was negotiated, there was a great 
eoutcry against it in the Maritime Pro- 
‘vinces. The people there said their 
interests were seriously menaced by 
the treaty, and that, if it were ratified, 
irreparable injury would be done to them. 
Pa But as time went on, and the result of the 
operation of the treaty was seen. What was 
_ the consequence? Why, the people ot 
Nova Scotia and the other Provinces 
found that the treaty, while it yielded a 
“right, conferred corresponding advan-~ 
‘tages. A great trade which they had never 
anticipated sprang up in consequence of 
he admission of American fishermen, and 
“instead of the ruin they feared coming to 
pass, they gained so much in every res- 
pect that they desired a continuance of 
_ the treaty rather than its repeal. It was 
- found, too, that the people of Prince Kd 
_ward’s Island also experienced the great 
advantage of the treaty in respect to trade 
in coarse grains with the United States, 
‘Which was largely increased by the per- 
- Mission granted to Americans to land upon 
the coast for fishing purposes. In that 
Colony, too, there had been apprehen-~ 
 si0ns, and he doubted not they were sin 
_ cere, that that treaty was a virtual surren- 
der of their rights, a trading away of 
their privileges and advantages for the 
benefit of foreigners; but the result 
Proved that the treaty was really benefi- 
tial’ to the people of the country, aad 
when the privileges given to the citizens of 
the United States were freely enjoyed by 


benefits that we heard no compltints from 
_ the colony. No injury was done to the 
_ fishermen of the island ; on the contrary, 
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the trade which grew up was found to be 
doing good in many different ways. More 
goods were imported than ever before ; 
commerce was brisk; stores were opened 
and profits made which never would have 
had an existence, had it not been for the 
treaty. (Hear, hear.) So, too, under 
this treatv he believed the same advan- 
tiges would be gained, the same results 
would be found to follow. Looking at 
the matter, therefore, as “ question of 
advantage or disadvantage, he was con- 
vinced that good would come out of the 
treaty. and he had heard no sufficient rea: 
sons advanced in this House to show that 
there was any great injury likely to arise 
from the privileges which it conceded to 
the people of the United States. (hear, 
hear.) But Canada got advantages. This 
was a reciprocity Treaty. (Hear, hear). 
As he had read it in the first place, and 
subsequent eximination only confirmed 
that view, the priaciple of rec procity ran 
through the whole of it, First, as to the 
fisheries. Under this treaty we permitted 


| the Americans to come within the three 


mile limit to fish in our waters. It had 
been argued by gentlemen on the UOpposi- 
tion side of the House, and by the press 
which represented them, that by the treaty 
we gave up this right; that we hid made 
a concession to the Americans which we 
could never recall; and that by permit~ 
ting them to share in our fishing privil« 
eges, we had given them a foothold which 
they could retain for ever. He took the 
contrary view, and he was satisfied that 
every honest lawyer who looked at the 
matter dispassionately, and who applied 
the same rules in analysing the treaty, 
that he would apply to a case in a court 
of law, would see and admit that by this 
treaty the Americans recognized our abso- 
lute right of control over the fisheries 
upon our own coasts within the three mile 
limit; that President Grant, when ‘he 
signed his name to the treaty, and the 
Senate of the United States when it con- 
firmed it, did each of them perform an 
act which was a clear and distinct recog- 
nition of the rights we possessed, and what 
it was now claimed we had given up and 
would ultimately lose altogether. It was 
true that the question of headland line, 
which was a special and separate question 
from that respecting the three mile |imit, 
had not been touched upon by the treaty. 
That remained just where it was, and it 
might be a serious question for considera- 
: In his opinion it was nota 
serious question, and if we raised no dif- 
ficulty about it, it would cause no grave 
discussions or consequences amongst our 
neighbors, ‘The principle of reciprocity 
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was then recognized in the treaty by con. 
ceding to Canadians the right to fish on 
the American coast. 

Mr. YOUNG (ironically), hear hear. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL —It was said 
that that was noadvantage. Well, opinions 
differed upon that point. He had learned 
from some who were better informed upon 
the subject than the member for Waterloo 
could be, that it was a great advantage, 
and in the course of his speech he (the 
Minister of Justice) had shown very clear- 
ly that it was an important object to gain 
that Canadian fishermen should have full 
liberty to resort to the American coast in 
order to procure the best bait to be 
used in their mackerel fishery. (Hear, 
hear) Well, in addition to that pivilege, 
and in further accordance with the reci- 
procity principle, Canadians, under the 
treaty, would have a right to send their 
fish, when they caught them, into the 
best market, and hold for sale, upon prex 
cisely the same terms as American fisher- 
7 men, free of charge, and without hind- 
rance of any kind whatever. They who 
know best, no matter what might be said 
here about it, appreciated that privilege, 
that feature of reciprocity at its true 
value. We heard no complaint from 
them; we only heard complaint from hon. 
gentlemen who came from the western 
part of the Dominion; from the leader of 
Opposition ia this House and the leader 
of the Government in another House, 
from another leader outside of the House 
and from some of the followers of those 
gentlemen. They had gone about the 
country it seemed upon one of those 
itenerant journeys they were occasion. 
ally so fond of (laughter) endeavoring to 
agitate and alarm the country with some 
story of evil omen, some sinister state— 
ment that a great surrender was to be 
mide of our fisheries, which was to cause 
wide spread injury to the whole country, 
and especially to the people of the Mari- 
time Provinces. (Cheers.) But the peo-~ 
ple who were most interested in this mat- 
ter, the people who were upon the spot, 
those who were engaged in the fishing busi- 
ness and who knew better than hon. gentle. 
men trom Ontario could tell them what 
was to their advantage or disadvantage, 
were very well satistied with the treaty. 
(hear, hear). He found, with regard to 
Newfoundland, in which the principal in. 
terest was the fishery, that the leader of 
Government in that colony, upon being 
asked by telegraph to join in protest 
against the treaty, that protest which the 
House had been informed trenigbt had 
been pronounced in Ontario after consul. 
tation between the hon. member for West 
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Durham, and the lesder of the Opposition | 
party, and which had been repealed by~ 
the Government of Nova Scotia, replied — 
in a despatch to this effect:—‘* Cannot see — 
at present the propriety or utility of prox 
testing. Will write by mail.’’? Now what — 
was the answer that had come by mail? — 
Mr. Bennett wrote to Mr. Vail, of the — 
Nova Scotia Government, in this language: — 
It is thedesire of this Government to © 
avoid any collision with the Imperial — 
wishes that do not necessarily demand — 
our interference. We view England — 
as our actual protector. She has 
always acted not only justly but 
generously towards us. We _ have 
no apprehension that she will in 
any way prejudice those rights and privi- — 
leges which she so liberally granted tothe — 
people of this colony under their valued 
constitutional charter. She has left us to — 
exercise our own discretion and free will 
to enter the Contederation of the North © 
American Provinces under the Dominion — 
flag, and we have every confidence that — 
she will protect us in the enjoyment of 
these rights and privileges which are so 
essential to our prosperity and happiness.” 
(Hear, hear.) That was from the leader — 
of the Government of Newfoundland, — 
Then, with regard to the feeling in Prince — 
Edward Island, he found Lieutenant-Goy- — 
ernor Robinson, on behalf of his Govern. _ 
ment, speaking in the same sense. Ina 
despatch to Lord Kimberley, the Lieutes 
nant-Governor said:—‘‘I am confident — 
that your Lordship will receive with much — 
satisfaction the intimation contained in this — 
despatch, and that the prompt and loyal — 
action of the Government of Prince Ed- — 
ward Island will presdispose Her Majesty’s 
Government to comply, as far as possible, — 
with any reasonable request which my — 
advisers may consider it to be their duty © 
to prefer.’ Both these Governments, ~ 
therefore, the Government of Prince Kds i 
ward Island as well as that of Newfounds 
land, had intimated their willingness to ~ 
accept the Treaty, and not only that, but to 
permitit to go into operation immediately, iF 
They were prepared to assent to it in ade — 
vance of the meeting of their Legislatures, — 
so satisfied were they tiat on the whole it 
was not disadvantageous to them, that — 
there was no utility in refusing their — 
assent, and no sound policy to be served ~ 
in resisting those clauses which the lImpe- — 
rial Government had left it in their power | 
to accept or reject. So far, then, as he — 
(Mr. Macdougall) had been able to observe, 
the people of all these fishing Provinces — 
were well satisfied with the provisions of — 
the Treaty of Washington. (Hear, hear.) — 
Now the House had heard a great deal to- — 
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_ night, and had read and heard a great 
_ deal previously, as to this being a matter 
OF honour ; that we ought not to barter 
away our honour, our nationality, our in- 
_ dependence, our territorial rights for 
: money. Well, it had occurred to his mind 
(during this discussion that it was Her Ma- 
_jjesty’s Imperial Ministers who were 
charged by the laws and constitution of 
_ the realm with the duty of making treaties 
With foreign powers, and that it was not 
Canadians who were charged with that 
_ duty, or could be held responsible for the 
conventions between England and other 
countries. He thought those Ministers 
had as high an appreciation of what was 
due to the dignity and honour of England 
_ and would be frlly as sensitive upon that 
point as the hon. member for Lambton, 
for instance, or any other of Her Majesty’s 
ubjects could be. If, then, they had 
me to the conclusion to advise Her Ma- 
_Jesty to give her assent to this Treaty, and 
upon that advice Her Majesty, who was 
_ the fountain of honour, had signed it, he 
thought 1t was a reasonable presumption 
that the honour of England had been un- 
_ touched, that her dignity had not been 
compromised, and that the rights neither 
of the Mother Country or the colonies had 
\been given away without an adequate ad- 
Wantage having been gained. (Cheers.) And 
_ still more had he reason to take this view 
“when he found that the Treaty was ap. 
ht by the Imperial Parliament, for it 
had been submitted by the leaders of the 
_Sovernment in both Houses, and no objec« 
“tion had been taken to it; at any rate no 
“Motion had been made against It; on the 
contrary, those who were in Opposition, 
a8 well as those who ordinarily supported 
the Government, congratulated the Min« 
‘Astry and the nations upon the favourable 
“settlement of the serious difficulties and 
“dangers which had threatened the rela- 
tions of these two great countries, [ Hear, 
‘hear.] He had already alluded to the 
‘Manner in which the Treaty had been 
‘Teceived by those whose interests were 
“directly affected, and who would be the 
first to exhibit dissatisfaction if there was 
‘any justification for it, In no part of the 
Dominion, however, had there been any 
“Objection, except where, from their situa- 
tion, the people had no interest, and knew 
Very little of the matter. It was quite 
true that the hon. gentlemen who came 
from that part of the country might know 
‘better than other people what was for the 
honour of the Empire, and might know 
better what was for the good of the fishery 
men than they knew themselves, but he 
begged to differ from those hon. gentle- 
‘Men in that view. He was not inclined to 
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think they were the best authority upon 
that point, with all their ability and expe« 
rience, and he fully submitted the analy— 
tical skill of the hon. member who had | 
last addressed the House, for he possessed | 
great ability and was an intellectual gladia. 
tor, whose performances chained them all. 
When he followed him carefully through | 
his long speech he had to wade with him i 
from point to point as he proceeded, in | 
order to discover some good ground why 
the people of this country should put 
themselves against this agreement, and 
he had found none. [Cheers.] An attempt 
had been made to show that the hon. gene - 
tleman opposite, who had acted upon the 
Commission at Washington, had pressed 
some independent views on the Commis-~ 
sion—some distinct right of action apart 
from his colleagues from England ; 
and it had been attempted to prove this 
ky referring to discussions that had taken 
place previously with respect to the head- 
land negotiations, which were begun by 
Mr. Campbell. Now the two cases were 
entirely different. In the one vase the 
point to be determined was one relating 
to the interpretation of the Treaty of 
1818, and there was no question about 
giving up the fisheries. It was thought 
desirable in that case that the matter 
should be disposed of by an agreement in 
the nature of an arbitration, or rather of 
a legal adjudication upon this point. 
When the proposal was made, however, 
to enlarge the reference so as to embrace 
the Alabama claims and other questions 
the fishery question was swallowed up and 
became altopether a subordinate matter 
of consideration between the two coun- 
tries. A very different commission was 
then appointed. Its character was changed, 
and the nature of the agreement they 
were authorized to make was entirely 
different from that which could have been 
entered into by the Commission that was 
proposed to be appointed to settle the 
question of interpretation. The reasoning 
that applied in one case appeared, theres 
fore, to him to be altogether irrelevant 
when applied in the other. (Hear, hear.) 
He (Mr. Macdougall) never believed that 
the Minister of Justice went to Washington 
to represent, in a separate and distinct 
character the people of the Dominion. He 
believed he said so at the time, The mo- 
ment that that hon, gentleman accepted 
the appointment he became to all intents 
and purposes the mouthpiece of the Im- 
perial advisers of Her Majesty, and bound 
to act upon their instructions, and having 
no right to assume the position of a sepa- 
rate and independent envoy. (Hear, 
hear.) He knew that in accepting the 
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appointment the hon, gentleman had 
placed himself in an embarrassing posix 
tion, and that, no matter how he acted, 
he would be attacked by those who were 
politically opposed to him. Whether, 
under these circumstances, he ought to 
have accepted the cflice he (Mr. Macdou- 
gall) would not assume to determine ; but 
this he would say, that when the hon 
gentleman became a member of the Com- 
mission, the interests of Canada were well 
represented. Whatever might be the 
opini-n of the House as to the Govern- 
ment and its policy, they must all say on 
both sides that, looking to the public 
career of the hon. gentleman, looking to 
the skill and ability with which he had 
conducted the atfairs of the covntry in 
past times, looking to its intellectual 
capacity and commanding grasp of politi- 
cal subjects—if there was one man who 
had become qualitied to speak in the 
name of the people of this Dominoion—as- 
suming he spoke his honest convictions — 
that hon. gentleman was the man. (Loud 
cheers.) He (Mr. Macdougall) was sure 
that, if they had confidence in the hon. 
gentleman’s honesty, they recognized so 
far his intellectual power, his knowledge 
of constitutional history, and the affairs 
of this country, and recognized him as 
being pre-eminently qualified to repre- 
sent, defend, and advocate the interests 
of the people of this country in any great 
negotiation of that kind, (Cheers.) Now, 
if that could be truly said of him asa 
public man, he (Mr. Macdougall) wanted 
to know whether, in the position he had 
occupied, he had not with firmness and 
yet with delicacy, by consultations and 
arguments with his colleagues, endeas 
voured to bring about the best arrange- 
ment for Canada, and one that had been 
acceptable to us? (Hear, hear,) He had 
no doubt whatever that that was the 
course which the hon. gentleman had pur- 
sued, and that those who, on the Uppo- 
sition side of the House, arraigned bim, in 
their heart of hearts had no doubt of it. 
(Cheers.) They did not believe that he 
had not laboured to obtain the most 
favourable arrangement possible; but it 
suited their purpose to find fault, to pick 
flaws in what he had done, to bring up 
speeches and despatches to use against 
the Government arguments, that the Go- 
vernment had put forward in the cause of 
Canada, and to adopt these arguments so 
as to now put the case forward—after its 
settlement—in the same way as it was 
put forward when it was under negotia- 
tion. For what reason had they done that? 


Was it to promote a better settlement? 
Was it to secure a treaty that would be 
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more favourable to this country? By no 
means. It was not for the purpose of ad- 
vancing the welfare of the Dominion, but 
it was to gain a paltry, despicable, politi- 
cal advantage’ 
the clear object of the Opposition, and no 
man.could truthfully say that it was not 
the object. 
up inthis House and declare that that 
was an unworthy and unpatriotic course 
to take. (Renewed cheers. ) 
tion had duties to perform as well as Min- 
isters. They were under obligations and 
responsibilities which could not more be 
avoided than the responsibilities of the 
Government. This was well understood in 
England, where the Opposition, which was 
led by Mr. Disraeli, had a much better op 
portunity of injuring the Government. in 
regard to this lreaty than the Upposition 
led in this House by the member for Lamb 
ton. 
in England pursued when the Treaty was 
before them? They criticised it midly and 
carefully ; they considered it with reticence 
and-bated breath, they made suggestions 
as to this course and the other; 
looking at the whole of the discussion, it 
was evident that they felt the responsibili- 
ty of the great crisis that would come upon 
the country if they rejected it, and they 
refused to make use of the opportunity 
presented to them, by imperilling the in: 
terests of the empire for the sake of any 
mere party advantage. (Cheers.) He had 
heard a great deal about ‘party’ to-nigh 
—what the ‘‘party” had said, and what the 
‘party’? had agreed to. When he had heard 
this, he could not help looking at the hor 
‘member for Chateauguay, 
reason to believe, not from private col 
victions but from what he had seen in th 
public press, favovred the adoption of th 
Treaty, 
hon. gentleman who had told thems 
much about his ‘‘party,’’ had consult 
with that hon. member, or with any othe 
hon. gentleman belonging to the gre 
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(Loud cheers.) That was 
Now he could fearlessly stand 


The Opposi- 


But what course had the Opposition 


and, 


who, he ha 


and he wondered whether tt 


liberal party of the Dominion, except suc 
of them as were disaffected with t 
Treaty, in that little corner of Ontario : 
which trey lived, and moved, and ha 
their being. (Laughter and cheers.) & 
(Mr. Macdougall) had not seen or ré 
anywhere that there had beena gener 
consultation of the liberal party on te 
subject. But two or three of them, 
seemed, had put their heads togethel 
some back room, decided to their own ! 
isfaction that there were reasons why t 
Treaty should not be adopted, and the 
went out through the country denoun¢ 
it as a bad treaty, endeavouring to £ 
their votaries against it, and continuin, 
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find fault from that day to this, (Laughter 
and cheers) And here they had a fitting 
yi e. Here they had a 


moved not honestly in his 


pinion, and maintain the position he had 

taken upon the question, with the sole 
title of authority as a representative of the 
eople, for, ata very early moment after 
he publication of the Treatv, he had: sat 
down deliberately to concider the question, 
‘putting his views in the formal shape of a 
etter which he had addressed to his consti. 
nts. He had done this. becauce he felt, 
it it was for them he should speak in this 
use, Upon a question that so gravely 
aitected their interests; and after some 
weeks, when they had time to reflect upon 


ver to do, the adoption of this Treaty 
hout reference to the existence of the 
vernm ent or party predilictions, or exi- 
cies. He had yetto learn that one 
ividual who had ever given him his 
te found fault with the course he had 
en or the views he had expressed upon 
he subject. Standing here, therefore, he 
lt that he was speaking in the name of 
he whole body of the constituency he re- 
presented, and that he had the weight of 
their influence when he said he intended 
9 vote for the measure which the Goy- 
ernment had suvmitied iy carry out the 
aty. (Loud cheers.) They had heard a 
d deal during the evening with respeci 
he Fenian claims, but he thought the 
Ority of forty-three of the previous 

ng should have precluded that sub- 
from further debate. ‘he treatment 
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| manner in which they had ex 


tf this Government by the liaperial Gov- 
Srmment, it was said, had been very 
erent to the course they had pursued 
ealing with other cases ofa similar 
are. Greece and Abyssinia being cited ; 
it the cases were quite ditterent. The same 
's€ could not be adopted in dealing with 
ons with armies in the fidld as in dealin g 
sSemi-barbarous tribes. What was the 
ion ? The Government cf the United 
es had never admitted that they had 
een guilty of any breach of international 
win consequence of the incursions of a 
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few of their people over our frontier, We 
were of opinion that they had not acted 
with that vigour to prevent the invasion 
of a neutral country that they ought to 
have done ; but the Imperial Government 


| through its Minister at Washington had on 


the last occasion expressed their thanks 
to the United States for the prompt 
ercised their 
authority to prevent the encroachments of 
the Fenians, and he dia not think it was 
for Canada now to express an Opinion on 
the subject. We had a long frontier 
Opposite a country where the people had 
large liberty, where men are allowed to 
carry arms, and frequently use them 
without being punished ; and there would 
be a great difficulty in enforcing interna-— 
tional law in respect to the Fenian raids, 
The Imperial Government were the proper 
authorities to raise the question, and if 
they had not done their duty it was for 
those who had the power to censure them, 
and he did not think the Canadian Par- 
liament had such power. They could 
express their opinion on grave mistakes, 
but could not refuse to carry out the policy 
of the Empire. He thought it well that the 
House should understand the position the 
country held in a constitutional point of | 
view, and quoted the 132nd clause of the 
Confederation Act of 1867. 1t was nowhere 
stated that the Government of Canada 


could enter into arrangements or make 


treaties with other countries, and if they 
had that right it was a concession on the 
part of the mother country. In the Treaty 
of Washington the Imperial Government 
had reserved to Canada the acceptance or 
rejection of the Treaty, and he thought 
there were a great many questions which 
ought to be considered before they rejected 
it. He believed it to be in the interests of 
all that it should be accepted. A great 
deal had been said as to the contradictory 
position of the hon, Minister of Justice in 
his speech, in that he had said that the 
Government of the United States were 
desirous that the Treaty should be accept~ 
ed, whilst the fishermen and others inter- 
ested were opposited toit. It could be seen 
that the United States looked to the diffi- 
culty of the past, and which might occur in 
the future arising out of the fisheries. 
Any politician desirous of promoting the 
interests of his country would be anxious 
to have all matters in dispute settled, and 
he was sure that 1t was with that desire 
that the two Governments wished to re 
move out of the way of their people the 
causes of difficulty. It could be quite 
easily understood that persons engaged in 
fishing along the coasts of the United 
States, not haying any responsibility of 
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Govern ment upon their shoulders, should | 
oppose the Treaty and the competition of | 
Cenadian fisbermen. He could only look 
upon the treaty as a desire of the two | 
pations todo all possible in the interests | 
of peace. It had been said that the diffi- 
culties had not been removed, because 
the Fenian claims had not been settled. 
He found laid down in the treaty three 
very important ru'es of International law, | 
which the two countries had agreed to, | 
not only to guide the settlement of ques- | 
tions in dispute at present. but to forma 
rule of action for the future. He read 
the rules, which are as follows:—‘ A 
neutral Government is bound, first, to 
use due diligence to prevent the fitting 
out, arming, or equipping, within its jur- | 
isdiction, of any vessel which it has rea-_ 
sonable ground to believe is inteaded to 
cruise or to carry on war against a power 
with which it is at peace, and also to use 
like diligence to prevent the departure 
from its jurisdiction of any vessel intend. | 
ed to cruise or carry on war as above, | 
such vessel having been specially adapted 
in whole or in part within such jurisdiction 
to warlike use.’’ Secondly, ‘ not to per- 
mit or sutfer either belligerent to make 
use of its ports or waters as the base of | 
naval operations aga‘nst the other, or for 
tue purpose of the renewal or augmenta- 
tion of millitary supplies or arms, or the 
recruitment of men” Thirdly, ‘to ex- 
ercise due diligence in its own ports and 
waters, and as to all persons within i's | 
jurisdiction, to prevent any violation of | 
the foregoing obligations and duties.” I[t_ 
had been said that these rules referred | 
solely to the maritime affiirs, and did not _ 
refer to invasion by land. They had not. 
only the municipal law, but they had | 
there lail down in distinct words the 
great principle of the duty of a neutral to. 
restrain its people from levying or carry- | 
ing on warlike operations with a country | 
with whom they are at peace; the princi- | 
ple on which those rules had been framed 
applied to invasions by land as well as by | 
water. ‘hey had in the Treaty of Wasing- 
ton the duties of neutrals clearly and dis- 
tinctly, for the first time put in proper 
terms. They had two of the leading na- 
tions of the world solemnly stating the | 
duties of neutrals, and ib was a great 
point gained for Canada, to have the | 
United States Government thus formally 
committed to those obligations. Canada | 
has a long frontier exposed to incursions | 
by ruffians of every kind. Although he 
thought that England had taken a great 
and serious responsibility, it must be clear | 
to the mind of every man acquainted with > 
the facts, that England assented to the, 


Hon. Mr. Macdowgat 
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_ disposed to say that the Imperial Govern. 
| ment was responsible, 


-ers to make objections for mere local, or 


_derrate his 
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arrangement because, in the first place, 
she had possessions in America ; because 
she was responsible for the Government 
of her people in Americé; because her 
flag waved over a portion of this contin- 
ent. the frontier of which is exposed. 
For those reasons, and for those reasons 
alone, the Government of England agreed 
to such an arrangement as had been made 
in the Treaty of Washington. If England” 
had not had possessions in North America, - 
would she have admitted that she was— 
guilty of neglig:nce in allowing the 
of the Alabama? She would have 


escape S 
done nothing of the kind. No such — 
agreement could have been wrung from 


any Government, Tory or Radical, had it 
not been that she had American posses- 
sions; and it was for that reason he was. 


and after they had 
given so much consideration to the inters 
ests of Canada it did not become any 
member of that Parliament to be so senx 


sitive. It did not become political lead~ 


party, or selfich purposes, or with the sole 
object of resisting the Government. He 
had been associated with them in the 
past. He had discussed and been a party 
to the establishment of many of those 
political questions which they now claim. | 
ed as their peculiar p ssessions, befere 
they were known. While the hon. gen- 
tleman who was at that time one of the 
leaders of that party was at college and 
studying his profession, he (Mr. Macdou- 
gall) was spending his time and what little 
money he had in fighting the battle of the 
Reform party. What statute book co ld 
show a single measure brought forward by 
the present leaders of that party ? On what 
page of the stitute book could they find a 
single record of what they had done ? What 
had their master outride done, either 
while occupying a seat in that House, 01 
in conducting his organ, the Globe? They 
might speak of him (Mr. Macdougall) with 
contempt. They might endeavor tou ay 
humble efforts in the past; 
but he would meet them before the peo 
ple without fear. He had met the whole 
caravan of taem where they had two 0 
three thousand honest yeomen hearing — 
their expositions of what they had done 
and would do. He was an humble specta: 
tor, unacknowledged until attacked, whe! 
they thought he had left. He asked te 
be allowed to say a few words in reference 
to the matters under discussion; but the 
showed no disposition to allow him to do 
so, and there was a whispering consulta 
tion as to whatshould bedone. He askee 
the chairman to put the motion: 2: n¢ 
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call of the meeting he was allowed to 
speak. After he had explained his posi- 
Bin: he spoke of the Treaty of Washing» 


; 


proposed to adopt. 


i He spoke in gener! 
_ terms and gave his views very distinctly, 


_ and had a vote been taken, he felt sure a 


- majority would have endorsed his views. 
_ The hon. gentlemen answered, but they 


_ did not touch the Treaty. They went 
__ back to the clergy reserves, and questions 
_ Of thirty yearsold. He then referred to 


the result of the elections of last year, 


- when one tenth of the House was unre- 


the Reform party. Since they had acce 
ded to power, they had, in. every action, 


gece ies ate ae aed 


; ‘railway question, and their great depar- 


honest Reformers throughout the country 
_ had lost faith in them. 
for West Durham had undertaken to 


_ Untario; but he (Mr. Macdougall) believed 
_ that he did not represent that party, but 
_ that he was merely the head of a faction. 
_ (Cheers.) He would not speak of the 
_ canal system, as he thought there was not 
_ 4&member who did not agree in the ex pe« 
_diency of enlarging the canals to en- 
courage the trade of the west. That 
_ policy bad been stam;ed on this country 
and Government since he had been in 
_ Parliament. Some people objected thot 
_ the Treaty of Washington would throw 
Open the canals on the same terms to 

mericans as to our own people. He 
could not see that that would be any 
_ gleat surrender of honour and dignity. 
_ He was satistied the English Government 
_ Would look after that. Had not American 
Vessels of war been admitted through the 
canals to the lakes? and he could not see 
What injury the country could sustain 
trom that admission of American vessels 
‘Mm the time of peace; and if they could 
‘HOt protect their rivers and canals in the 
time of war, the Treaty would be useless. 
The desire of some hon. gentleman was to 
‘False a captious opposition, to find fault, 
and to act against the interests of the 
Empire. He had no objection to sit down 
_ 4nd consider the views which prevail with 
lany English statesmen, that Canada had 
arrived at’a period of manhood, and should 


[May 
; were held up, and in compliance with the 
ee, 

1 


ton and aeked if it was not expedient, on 
the part of those who had called the meet- 
ing, to give a hint as to the course they 


and the defeat of the Ontario Government 
_ presented. He did not think that gen- 


_ tlemen representing themselves to be such 
could properly claim to be the leaders of 


reversed the very policy they had advoca- 
ted and he instanced the policy on the 


ture from principle in forming a Coalition 
_=(cheers)—and he believed tbat the 


The hon. member 


_ speak as representing the Reform party of 
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therefore, as a family arrangement, be re- 
constructed; butso long as the present 
constitution should remain in force, they 
should not attempt to assert an indep en 
dence which they did not possess, and- 
could not in the interests of the Empire 
exercise. The Imperial Government 
should be left in the hands of Imperial 
Ministers. (Loud cheers. ) 

Mr. RYMAL said that the gentleman 
who had just sat down had vaken occasion 
to allude to a gentleman notin this House 
as swaying the destinies of the Reform 
party. For his part, he would say that he 
pinned his faith to no man’s coat-tails, 
that he formed his own opinions, and gave 
expression to them when necessary. He 
could recollect the time when he (Mr. 
Macdougall) was one of the most subser~ 
vient followers of tne gentleman he had 
alluded to, and it was Owing to that gens 
tleman that he had accepted any promin 
nent position as a member of the Reform 
party. He ridiculed the position of the 
member for South Lanark, who, he said, 
was ready to make another somersault, 
and as he looked over to the [reasury 
benches seemed to be saying ‘‘Oh whistle 
and I'll come to thee my lad.” 

Some conversation here arose on the 
part of the Opposition as to adjourning the 
debate; but, as the Government desired 
to continue, the question was proceeded 
with. 

Mr. YOUNG rose with diffidence to ad. 
dress the House after the able speeches 
he had listened to, and he. did so with 
some disadvantage, as he had not expects 
ed that, at so late an hour, the Governs 
ment would have sought to force a vote, 
It was fortunate that, in discussing this 
question, there could be no doubt as to 
the position of the country with regard to 
the fisheries, The Premier had seen fit 
to quote statements from American 
writers throwing doubts on our rights to 
the fisheries; but he preferred to take 
his (Sir John’s) statement of last sess-1on 
on the subject, to the effect that there 
could be no doubt whatever as to our 
right to the fisheries within the three mile 
limit. It was fortunate, also, that 
there could be no doubt as to the 
opinion of the House with regard to 
tre fisheries and their disposal. On 
the debate which took place last year 
there was but one opinion, and that was, 
that they could not be given up except 
in consideration of some commercial ade 
vanvages tothe Dominion. ‘J'he Premier 
had then stated that England would, 
under no circumstances, give up our 


acknowledged rights, and that the fi-hing 
ground within three miles of the coast was 
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just as much our territory as three miles | 
of our iand. Ia consequence of those 
statewents the resolutions of the hon. 
member for Sherbrooke were withdrawn. 
and under these circumstances he thought 
the House had good ground for charging 
the leader of the Government with want 
of good faith in signing the Treaty and 
sacrificing the rights of Canada. The 
American policy ought to be considered in 
connection with the matter, and the whole 
aim of that policy had been to worry | 
England until she should withdraw her 
flag from this continent. This had been 
evidenced in the war of 1812, in past 
years, and most clearly in the matter of 
the Treaty. They saw England giving up 
everything, while the United States 
refused to allow strong claims against her 
to be considered at all, while she demand- 
ed the use of the Canadian fisheries. The | 
British Commissioners were not versed in 
American diplomacy; but the Minister of | 
Justice had no such excuse, and ought to 
have withstood the demands of the United 
States. He never heard a speech at once | 
so inconsistent and unreasonable as that 
of the hon, gentleman a few days ago, | 
and that was because all his reasons were 
contradicted by the terms of the des. 
patches he had addressed to the English 
Government. He did not think the whole 
blame of the Treaty should be thrown on 
the Imperial Government, for they took 
care that the parts effecting Canada 
should not go into effect until ihey were 
ratified by this Parliament, and therefore 
the responsibility of the adoption of the 
Treaty must rest with the Government 
and Parliament of Canada. ‘The real 
question to consider was: was the Treaty 
fair and just to Canada? was she to give 
up the St. Lawrence, the fisheries, and the 
Fenian claims? He spoke of the great 
value of the fisheries, as shown in the 
reports before the House, maintaining 
them to be one of the great national re. 
sources of the country. I[n return for all 
the proposed cessions, they were to get 
free access to American markets, a certain 
money consideration, and the right to fish 
in American waters. The money consi- 
deration was of small account; the fishing 
in American waters was of no value, and 
the privilege of obtaining access to the 
American markets, he would show, would, 
under the ‘l'reaty, last for a short time. 
‘The whole thing was a shameful sacrifice 
of Canada’s interests, and this was gene- 
rally admitted, and the member for West 
Durham had fully proved it. He referred 
to the quantity of fish exported by Canada, 
showing that only a small portion went to 
the United States) He said agricultural 


Mr. Young. 
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_ ply an insult, to make them an equivalent 
_ for the free navigation of the St. Lawrence, © 


at all events would prevent any possibili- 
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products hed not suffered by being 
shut out from the United States, and so 
if was with the fisheries. A large trade 
had sprung up with the West Indies and 
also with European countries, and any 
action that would increase this trade 
would be just as good as trade with the 
United States. They had no guarantee tha 
the duty to be taken off fizh and oil would 
not be continued, because the Ameri- 
cans would be able to give their fishermen 
a bounty which would do awav with all 
the advantages for which the fisheries were 
to be given eway. It was a great mistake 
that this bounty should not have been 
prohibited in the Treaty. Nothing could 
be more objectionable than the cession of 
the joint sovereignty of the St. Lawrence, 
and the abandonment of the Fenian claims. 
On both points, as far as the United States — 
was concerned, the cession was completed 
and without equivalent. As to the navi. 
gation of the rivers in Alaska, it was sim-_ 


He had always been in favour of inducing 
American trade to our waters, but it 
should be a privilege, not a right, and the 
concession might lead them to interfere in 
our affairs in order to worry England into 
leaving Canada to take care of herself. 
The Minister of Justice should have seen 
that that right was not ceded until it had 
been submitted to the Canadian Parlia< 
ment. As to the Fenian claims, the ob- 
ject was not money, but to ontain an as. 
surance that the United States would do 
what was right in future; and if the Come 
missioners had properly upheld the justice 
of the claims they would not have been 
withstood. The question was now in a most 
unfortunate position, and would lead to 
fresh raids ia future. There was almost 
moral cowardice in not pressing the claim. 
There was great feeling on the question 
throughout ‘Intario, because they believed 
the Treaty toperrilled the country, and 


ty of reciprocity for years to come. If the 
system of exclusion had been continued, 
much better commercial terms might have 
been obtained, and the people of Western 
Canada were therefore deeply interestec 
in the matter. This was no reason why 
the “Treaty should be ratified. He hac 
seldom heard more paltry reasons thai 
those urged by the Government in press 
ing the acceptance of the treaty. 

danger would result from Canada stand 
ing up for her just rights, and the mo 
certain way of rushing into war was givin; 
up those rights and so provoking aggres= 
sion, He thought the English guarante 
the most disgraceful and humiliating pé 
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__ of the affair, as far as Canada was concerned, 
“in accepting a money consideration for 
wounded feelings and honour. No wonder 
Me the people felt annoyed and humiliated, 
_ and the result would greatly disgust the 
_ people of England. He was prepared to 
_ make any reasonable sacrifice for the con- 
_ tinuance of English connection; but he 
_ did not think the people of England would 
- be desirous to make such a sacrifice; but 
_ in any case the people of Canada ought to 
be the first consideration. Where would 


these sacrifices end? They would never 
_ end so far as the United States were con~ 


Treaty 


_ cerned, and as long as Canada was on the | 


map. Pass the Treaty, and the fisheries 
j would be yielded up for ever, fresh in- 
roads would be invited, fresh demands en- 
_ couraged, and all hope of reciprocity des~ 
troyed, and the ties with the Mother 
) Country loosened. 


_. Mr. HUNTINGDON assumed that the 
_ Government were in possession of infor- 
mation not before the House. It wasa 
great national question, which should be 
_ discussed in the interests of the Empire. 
He thought it unnecessary that the meets 
‘ing of Parliament should have been de- 
ferred at all, but if it was deferred, it 
~ should have been deferred until the Treaty 
became a fact. It seemed very doubtful 
_ whether the Treaty would succeed, and in 
_ Canada alone the question was being dis- 
cussed as if the Treaty had been passed. 
_ He could not see any excuse, unless the 
Government thought it a pity to lose the 
“guarantee, that seemed to be the only in- 
-ducement. If it were true that the 
‘Treaty would not have effect, they were 
enacting what might in future be very 
embarrassing. He did not speak as to the 
merits of the matter, but in discussion 
_ there ought to be an earnest desire to act 
for the best, and it could not be advisable 
_ to proceed until it were known whether 
ihe Treaty would become a fact. But he 
could see no possible inducement but the 
bribe, and he knew well with what cons 
tempt England would look down on Cana- 
da for her action, which was like a Yankee 
} ing $1,000 for a horse for which he 
- Would be glad to accept $50 if he could 
hot get more. ‘he matter was a simple 
_Tarce, if the Treaty should not pass. If 
ie Government still ignored this point, 
ie hoped there would be an amendment 
to defer the legislation. 
___Mr. MILLS moved the adjournment of 
the debate. 


__ Hon. Sir J. A, MACDONALD said it had 
been alleged that the Government was 
xious to force a vote There was no 
ch desire; but it was obvious that, if 
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- business was to be put through, the House 


must sit later for the rest of the session. 
The debate was then adjourned to be 
the first order on Friday. 
The House adjourned at midnight until 
three o’clock on Friday. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Ortawa, Friday, May 10. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3:15 
p. m. 
INSOLVENCY LAW. 


Among the petitions presented was one 
by Mr. Harrison, from the Board of Trade 
of Toronto, against the repeal of the Ins 
solvent Act of 1869, and praying, in the 
event of its repeal, for an Act against pre- 
ferential assignment, and for the rateable 
distribution of a debtor’s property. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following Bills were introduced and 
read a first time :— 

Hon. Mr. H. CAMERON—To incor. 
porate the Ontario and Niagara Forward. 
ing and Shipping Company. 

Mr. FOURNIER ~To provide for the ap- 
pointment of Returning Officers for the 
next general elections for the Dominion. 

Mr. BAKER—To incorporate the Agri» 
cultural Insurance Company of Canada. 

Mr, BAR'HE—/Yo incoiporate the Sorel ; 
Board of Trade, 

Mr. FORTIN—To incorporate the Cana- 
dian and European Telegraph Company. 


TEA AND COFFEE DUTY. 


Hon. Sir F. HINCKS moved that on 
Tuesday next the House resolve itself into - 
Committee of the Whole to consider a re- 
solution repealing the duties on tea and 
coffee, on and after the Ist of July next, 
In moving this resolution he said that 
since he had placed it on the paper he 
had seen that there was a doubt in the 
United States as to the effect of the law 
recently passed by Congress repealing the 
tea and coffee duties. This doubt had 
arisen from the fact that, under an old 
law of the United States, all goods and 
merchandise imported from countries east 
of the Cape of Good Hope were subject 
to less duty by ten per cent. than it they 
were imported from other countries. The 
effect of that law, if it still remained in 
force. would be that tea imported from 
Canada or England into the United States 
would be chirged with a duty of ten per 
cent., while if imported direct fiom the 
place of growth, it would, under the re« 
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pealing Act, be admitted free. If that | tectionists to reconcile the populace by 
were thecase, the importer in Canada | holding out to them the prospect of a free 
wovld be placed at a disidvantageas com. | break'‘ast table, and thus preventing a res 
p»red with the American importer; for duction of duties on other imports, which 
while the latter would be able to send his | would interfere with their monopoly. 
surplus stock at any time into Canada free | Although he did not wish to worm out 
of duty, the Canad'an importer would be | the secrets of the Government, he would - 
met with a duty of ten per cent. upon | be curious *o learn whether they proposed 
any shipment he might make to American | following to its logical consequences the 
ports. He had instituted enquiries which | steps they were now taking by proposing 
would enable him to announce on Tuesday the imposition of high protective duties on 
next the exact effect of the law passed the other articles. Public attention was 
by Congress, when the Government would now drawn on that question, and he conx 
state whether they would place the mer  fessed that, when be found his quondam 
chants of this country on the same footing | free trade leader following so slavishly the 
as the American merchants. | precedents of American protectionists in 
Hon. Mr. HOLTON said the Govern. | this respect, he had grave misgivings as 
ment was following the course of the Ame- | to his future intentions on that subject. 
rican Legislature. Hon. Sir F. HINCKS—I have got into 
Hon, Mr. MACKENZ[E—They are look- | bad company it appears (Laughtet.) — 
ing to Washington, The motion was then adopted. 
Hon. Sir F. HINCKS admitted that they ] 
had been influenced by American legislas | CART DATONG DUE 
tion. but it was the necessity of the crise, | Hon. Mr. POPE moved the House into 
Canadian tea importers carried on as Jarge | Conamittee of the Whole to consider the 
operations as the Americans, and in the | following Resolution:—*‘That it is expe- 
fiscal arrangements of the Government it | dient to amend the Immigration Act of 
should be an object to place them on quite | 1869 (32 and 33 Vic. c. 10) by repealing 
as favourable a footing. the capitation duty of one dollar thereby 
Hon. Mr. HOLTON said his impression | imposed for every passenger or immigrant 
was that the Americ2n Act repealed the | above the age of one year, and instead 
duties on tea and coffee purely and simply. | thereof to impose a duty of two dollars 
Under the former policy of the United | for each passenger or immigrant above 
States before the wir, before it became | the age of one year, arriving at their port 
necessary for revenue purposes to impose of destination in Canada in any vessel not 
a heavy duty on tea and cotfee, it encour | cleared under the sanction of the Impe- 
aged the long voyage, as it was called, | rial Commissioners of Emigration, not 
that was the shipment direct from the cirrying a surgeon and on board of which 
place of growth to ports in the United | proper measures for the preservation of 
States. This law applied to.tea, which it | the health of the passengers and crew 
wagan object to import direct instead of by | have not been observed during be 2 
the vsual way of England. But he hardly | voyoge.’’ 
thought it applied to coffee, which was | The motion was carried, and the Fotis 
grown in the West Indies, Brazil, and other | went into Committee. 
countries west of the Cape of Good Hope.| Hon. Mr. POPE, in proposing the Re- 
He had not seen the Act as il had finally | solution for the adoption of the Commit- 
passet Congress, but he had seen the bill | tee, said thit the object was two-fold. 
that went up from the House of Repre | first, to encourage immigration by reliey 
sentatives to the Nenite; and judging | ing immigrants entirely from the capitas 
from that, it was his impression thatit re | tiontax. That tax had been ‘remonstrated 
pealed the tea and coffee duties absolutely. | against by many, and was felt to be bu 
What struck him as peculiar in the pro- | densome to those bringing immigrants te 
position of the hon. gentleman, and in | this country and to the immigrants them- 
the proposed modification of his mersure, | selves. The Government had been placed 
was the slavishness with which ths Gov- in a position which would require them té 
ernment was following American prece- , ask the House this session tc refund t 
dent in the matter of commercial l-gisla- | charitable societies in England money a ; 
tion of all others. (Hear, hear) He had been advanced on this account. 
thought we in Canada might learn wisdom | second object of the resolution was _ 
from them in some respects; but least of | remove as far as possible the difficulty 2 
all in matters of political economy. This | expense that was experienced at Odea 
measure of the repeal of the duties on | tine on account of overcrowded and IL 
tea and coffee in the United St: tes was a | ventilated ships. The Americans avoid ec 
stroke of tactics on the part of the pro- | that difficulty by imposing a pens 
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twenty dollars for every death that oc. 
_ curred on board an emigrant vessel during 
_ the pissage. He proposed a better plan. 
it was to levy a tax of two dollars for 
every person carried on board a vessel 
that could not get a clearance from the 
medical superintendent at Quarantine. 
Hon. Mr MACKENZIE asked whether 
the law would be put into operation this 
‘season, and apply to vessels now on their 
_ way to Canada. 

; _ Hon. Mr. POPE replied that it would. 
_ The motion was carried and the Com- 
_ mittee rose and reported. 


a SAN JUAN BOUNDARY. - 


Hon. Sir A. T, GALT said that before 
the orders of the day were called he would 
would put a question—of which he hid 
previously given notice—whether the Goy- 
ernment had taken any and what steps to 


minion specially represented in the refer- 
ence to the Emperor of Germany of the 
San Juan boundary question ? 
fon, Sir J. A. MCADONALD replied 
that Her majesty’s Government had coms 
~mMunicated with the Canadian Government 
—0n the subject, and desired to get all the 
formation that was in their possession, 
order to make up a case to be pre- 
mted to the arbitration. The Canadian 
vernment had consequently communi- 
ted with the Provincial Government of 
itish Columbia, and an elaborate state~ 
ent had been prepared under the charge 
of the Lieut.-~Governor (Mr. ‘Trutch,) and 
the Attorney-General (Mr. McCreight,) 
rom a British Columbian and Canadian 
‘point of view. [he statement had been 
nt home to England in time to be incor- 
porated into the case, and in order to 
prevent any delays in obtain:ng further 
ormation, the Government .of British 
lumbia had been placed in direct com- 
unication with the Foreign Office No 
cial ager.t had been appointed on be~ 
f of the Canadian Government to argue 
the subject before the arbitrator. 
+ Hon. Sir A. T. GALT had observed that 
the American Government had sent coun 
toGermany to take charge of Ame- 
interests in the matter, and, consi- 
ing the extreme importance of the 
estion, perhaps the Government, if they 
nd that this was the case, would consi- 
‘it necessary to send counsel to repre- 
Canada. 
Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said that if 
2 United States were represented by 
msel it would be the duty ot the Im- 
lal and not of the Canadian Govern. 
mt to see that the British view was re~ 
resented in the same manner. 
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Hon. Sir A.'T, GALT said that was exs 
actly what he had apprehended—that 
there would be a divided duty and a divi- 
ded responsibility. The Canadian Govern- 
ment would leave the matter to the care 
of the Imperial Government, and the lat- 
ter in its turn would probably trust the 
Canadizn Government, and between the 
two there was a danger that Canadian in- 
terests would not be properly represented, 

Hon, sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 
point was worthy of consideration. 

Hon. Mr. MACK ENZLH said it was also 
worthy of consideration by the hon. mem- 
ber for Sherbrooke and the House, that in 
another case where Canada had been 
specially represented the country had not 
benefitted much by it. (tronical cries of 
‘oh, oh !’’) 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD—That is a 
very small shot. (Laughter.) 


Bounaary. 


THE TREATY BILL. 


The first order of the day being then 
called, 

Mr. MILLS resumed the debate on the 
motion for the second reading of the bill 
to carry into effect the provisions of the 
Treaty of Washingjon. He said he felt a 
diffi sulty in discussing the question before 
the House, +s it had been ably argued by 
members on his side, as well as on the Gov- 
ernment side. The question was of so much 
importance that members who supported 
the Government would scarcely be satis- 
fied by the mere recordf{of their votes; and 
as leaders of a forlorn hope, it was of the 
utmost consequence that they should not 
discourage those on whose support they 
had relied. We should feel entirely satis- 
fied that, before the treaty was ratified, 
we did not make a mistake, and that by 


| one fell swoop we should not destroy the 


hopes and blast the prospecis of this 


/country. Holding up the Jreaty in his 


hand, he said, here was the hale through 
which America would get possession of 
this country. There was another impors 
tant question; when looking at the I'reaty, 
he thought we had a subscantial voice in 
the question, and that England conceded 
our right to self Government; but it did 
not. Ihe interests of Canada were anta- 
gonistic tothose of the Empire at large. 
lt could not be for the interests of Eng- 
land that we should be humiliated by the 
‘Treaty before the whole world. We were — 
told that we were wrapped up in swad- | 
dimg clothes and held in leading strings. 
the Ministry spoke of Canada as if she 
were a minor, and that it never was intend- 
ed we should exercise our independent 
judgment whether England recognized our 
right to ratify the Treaty or not. Why 
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¢ 
did the Minister of Justice introduce the 
bill if they were not to criticise it? It was 
the business of the Minister of Justice to 
see that the Treaty was so framed as not 
to admit of doubt. If it was intended by 
the 21st article that the business of fish- 
ing should be conceded, it should have 
been stated; but this construction could 

- not be sustained. Was it slandering the 
Minister of Justice to say in this instance 
that he had been derelict of hig duty ? 
The Minister of Justice deprecated discus- 
s10n on the Treaty, but would it be possi« 
ble to keep trom the American people 
the obvious meaning of this article, and | 
the rights it conferred on them? He | 
would warn hon. gentlemen from the | 
Maritime Provinces that the proper cons | 
struction was put on this article before | 


they consented to the ratification of the | 


Treaty. We were told that the Alabama 


he would like to know how that statement 


by the Minister of Justice could be recon. | 


ciled with the statement that had been 
made by him, that England had not made 
any sacrifice. ‘Ihe impediment was the 
ground taken by Mr. Seward, that the 
English Government were premature in 
the recognition of the ‘South as belliger- 
ents during the American war. It was a 
matter of necessity that England should | 


recognize at an early day the state of | 


affairs; but when the United States gave | 
up their complaint against England for 
the recognition of the South the greatest 
ditticulty was removed. England claimed 
that she had used due diligence with re- 
“spect to the Alabama or her consorts, He 
(Mr. Mills) tailed to see that England had 
made any concession, although sacrifices 
had been made which certainly point to a 
severance of the relations between Canada 
and the Mother Country. (Hear, hear.) 
We were told that the milenial period 
would arrive on the ratification of the 
treaty; but whoever would look at the 


difficulties since the Independence of the | 


United states, between that country and 
England, would see in every instance that 
the British Government had always said 
that the settlement ot that particular dif- 
ficulty, whatever it was, would 1emove all 
~ obstacles to peace and quietness. When 
the Government sent Mr. Campbell home 
and said that Canada should be represent- 
ed, they did nothing more than express 
the well understood wish of this country, 
and it was understood that Canada should 


have a substantial voice in the matter. | 


He had not much contidence, judging by 
several pievious treaties, in the ability of 
British statesmen; and the Oregon terri- 
tory dispute would prevent him placing 


Mr. Mills, 
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_be appointed to give Canada a substan- 


; | had taken place now; but much of the — 
claims were conceded on our account; but | 


| should hold all the North American conti- 
| nent. 
| out of the former misgovernment of Ire- — 
| land. 
| the laws as well as the abolition of Church ~ 
| and State would go far towards obliterat< — 
| ing ill-feeling against England. 


| Great Britain desired to withdraw from — 
| this continent, and the action of Canada ~ 
| favoured this impression. ‘There had been — 
| on the part of the United States a dispo~ © 
| sition to keep the peace, founded doubt- 


| desire to withdraw from this continent, — 
| jeopardized by not signing this treaty. 


| he Minister of Justice had spoken of the — 
| intrigues of the Russian munister, but a — 


| now looking eastward, and is seeking at 
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much reliance in the moderation and jus~ | 
tice of American statesmen. (Hear, hear.) _ 
It was important to ask what did the gen- f 
tlemen on the ‘Treasury Benches mean | 
when they asked to have a Commissioner _ 
appointed? Did they mean that he should 


tial voice in the lreaty, or was he there as © 
an Imperial Commissioner? He was there © 
as a Canadian Commissioner, with a voice © 
separate from other Commissioners, and — 
representing Canada. The difficulty be- — 
tween Great Britain and America did not — 
grow out of the Alabama case, but had — 
existed years before. We might trace it © 
to elementary education in the United ~ 
States, where the people were educated — 
from their youth up to a cordial dislike of — 
Great Britain and her institutions. A — 
great change for a better end, however, — 


ill-feeling had been traceable to this. — 
Another source of annoyance was, he ~ 
always thought, the idea that America 


A third source was that growing — 


He believed that recent changes in — 


Look- — 
ing at all these sources of ill-will, would — 
it be fair to suppose that they could be - 
all effaced by the signing of this treaty? — 


less on the impression of Great Britain’s — 


He did not believe the peace would be~ 


great change of feeling had taken place 
between Russia and America. Russia had 
been shut out from the west; she was” 


this moment to obtain Japanese Islands 
to join in the maritime supremacy in the 
Pacific. When the United States found 
Russia approaching her on the west by 
trying to get the trade of Japan and China, — 
they found that in resisting the designs — 
of mussia it was the interest of America 
to act in concert with Great Britain, to 
check Russian agressions on the Asiatic 
coast. If we looked at the facts we could 
see reasons why the United States should 
wish for an early settlement of all diffi- 
culties. ‘hey were in fear of the Russian’ 
question, If the headland lines were only 
drawn across bays six miles wide, what 
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was the use of the words “harbours and 
bays’’ at all? for the purpose would then 
have been equally weil served by the ex 
clusion of vessels from within a certain 
distance from the coasts. He argued that 
when the Treaty of 1854 was cance’led 
that of 1818 remained in force, and that 
the Minister of Justice put forward for 
the Americans pretensions which they 
did not put forward for themselves. He 
had always been of opinion that the 
Treaty cught to have settled the question 
of the line of limitation, and that ques- 
tion should have been referred to arbitra: 
tion like the San Juan question. He men- 
tioned the Massachusetts, Delaware, and 
Chesapeake bays: they were over fifty miles 
wide. across which the Americans drew a 
line of limit, and yet Canadians had not 
the same privilege. It was utte rly impos- 
sible for a Commission to decide on the 
relative value of the Canadian and Ame- 
‘Yican fisheries, unless it were settled what 
Were the limits of exclusion. As to the 
navigation of the St. Lawrence, that mat- 
ter had been sufficiently dealt with by the 
member for West Durham. Matters of 
treaty could never be held to be matters 
of mature right, and in all cases in Eus 
Tope, in which the navization of rivers 
had been granted. it lad always been of 
@ reciprocal basis, and if the Americans had 
2 right to navigate the St. Lawrence, Ca. 
hadians had a right to navigate Lake Mi- 
chigan and all the other tributaries of the 
St Lawrence. The Treaty had put the 
matter in this position, that while the 
Americans, if they chose to build their 
Own canals, could navigate the <t. Law- 
rence frcm Chicago to the sea. Canadians 
had no such power on American territory. 
While Canaaa had ceded _ the navigation 
(Of the St. Lawrence, she had failed to 
obtain the same right with respect to the 
Coiumbia River. ‘lnere wos uot a doubt 
that Canada had a right to this, and if the 
High Commission had failed to deal with 
the matter, there was no reason that the 
House should do the same. The Com- 
‘Mission had shamefully failed to obtain 
that privilege for Canada, and instead of 
contirming had limited her rights. He 
Yeferred to the Treaty of St. Peters. 
urgh, which gave Canada a right to 
‘Navigate all rivers tributary to her 
Own, and maintained that the trans 
fer of Alaska to the United States 
ould not possibly affect Canada’s rights 
with respect to that country previous to 
tie transfer. The member for North 


Treaty; 


Lanark had stated that Canada could have | 


nO voice under the British North America 
Act, in questions between England and 
the United States, but he (Mr. Mills) 


#3 


[May I0, 1872] 


Bill. 474 


| could not admit this. As to the merits of | 


the fishery articles, he maintained that 


‘the expense that would be incurred in 


preventing frauds of the 1evenue would 
be quite as much as had hitherto been ex- 
perienced in the total exclusion of Ameri- 
cans from Canadian waters. He objected 
to the introduction by the member for 
North Lanark of Ontario matters in the 
Dominion Parliament. That member had 
claimed to have Jeft his mark on the sta— 
tute book He was certainly leaving his 
mark on the journals; but he believed he 
was engraving his tombstone. He then 
referred to the remarks of the Premier as 
to the attacks that had been made upor 
him, and as to what he had termed “ag 
power behind the throne.’’ He maintain- 
ed that these complaints were unfair, and 
referred to the course of both gentlemen, 
and said the Minister of Justice had never 
carried any great public measure which 
could not have been carried without him. 
It was very well to boast of having been 
long on the Treasury benches, but it was 
more difficult to boast of having passed 
any great measures. It was very easy to 
watch the course of public events, and, 
floating with the tide, tv shape one’s policy 
£0 as to remain long in office; but it was 
no evidence of great statesmansbip. 
It being six o'clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


SECOND READINGS. 


The following bills were read a second 
time ; — 

To incorporate the Bank of Hamilton. 

To incorporate the Halilax Banking Com- 
pany. 

To incorporate the Exchange Bank of 
Canada. ; 

To incorporate the Managers of the Mi- 
nisters, Widows and Orphans’ Fund of the 
Presbyterian Church of Canada. 

To natucalize Anson Green Phelps 
Dodge. 


THE TREATY BILL. 


Hon. Sir A. T. GALT then resumed the 
debate on the Treaty bill fe said he 
rose with convictions of the very greatest 
gravity. not only of the situation in which 
the House was placed with reference to 


| the question before it, but also with re- 


ference to his own individual responsibili< 
ty as to the course he would feel it his 
duty to take, and the arguments with 
which he would support that course. He 
did not propose to enter into the general 
question as to the advantages or disad- 
vantages of the Jreaty, for that had been 
placed before the House wiih extreme 
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ability by hon. gentlemen on both sides, 
in a manner which had almost exhausted 
the subject. ‘The position he preferred to 
take was not with reference to the policy 
which was involved in this question, but 
the necessity which that policy imposed 
upon himself, and those,like him, to deal 
with the question in a certain manner. 
It might be proper that he should refer 
slightly to the manner in which Canada 
has become mixed up, if he might use the 
expression, with the WwW 


ashington Treaty. 
It had undoubtedly arisen e€ 


Treaty 


ntirely from 
the course we had taken with reference to 
the fishery question. He did not propose 
to refer to the origin of that policy, fol- 
lowing the repealof the Reciprocity Treaty, 
further than to say that at that time, un- 
der considerations from communications 
that had been received from the Imperial 
Government, this country, as Was well 
known, had seen fit to adopt the policy of 
licences instead of the policy of exclusion. 
That policy was unacceptable to the peo~ 
ple of this country, but it was adopted 
with a view to postpone a question of very 
great difficulty between England and the 
United States, especially when the feeling 
in the latter country was exasperated 
against England on account of proceedings 
that had occurred during the war in the 
South. It was a cause of very great regret 

indeed that the Government had not car- 

ried out that policy of licenses with the 
same vigour they had evinced in carrying 
out the policy of exclusion. He believed 
that, by the American Government having 
become an acquiescing party to the licen- 
sing system, it would have been less dan- 
gerous to the peace of the two countries 
to have carried out that system vigourous- 
ly, rather than to have asserted the ex- 
treme rizhts of the country by enforcing @ 
He had ventured, at 


policy of exclusion, 
the time when the change took place, 


when exclusion was subsiituted for licen~ 
ses, to offer a warning to the Government 
and the House that the course they were 
entering upon was one fraught with great 
danger. He hed then expressed the 
opinion that it would certainly eventuate 
in the loss. of the headland question, and 
he had also feared that it would involve 
us in serious discussions with the Imperial 
Government, if not with that of the Unix 
ted States. ‘Those fears had to a certain 
extent proved well-founded, for the dis- 
cussions with reference to the Treaty had 
shown that the insisting by Canada on her 
extreme right to the fisheries had caused 
those rights to be mixed up in the gene. 
ral discussion of Jmperial aff*irs, in a man- 
ner that had not given satisfaction to the 
people of this country. Last year when it 
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was announced that a Commission was to — 
sit at Washington to consider the relation 
of the two countries, and to settle the 
questions between them, and that the 
Premier of Canada was to be a member of 
that Commission, he (Sir Alexander) had 
ventured to offer certain resolutions to 
the House, affirming what he teheved to 
be the rights and interests of Canada. In 
the remarks with which he had int:oduced 
those resolutions, he had felt it his duty to. 
refer to the correspondence and the inter- 
view that had taken place between Mr. 
Campbell and Lord Kimberley, and be had 
stated that in his opinion, those docu- 
ments did not furnish the House with suf- 
ficient assurances that the rights of Cana~ 
da would be the first consideration in the 
negotiations about to take place. The 
leaier of the Government thought that. 
the passage of those resolutions would be 
a cause of embarrassment, fettering him in 
the discussion at Washington, and his view 
was also supported by hon. gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, so that im 
fact he gathered that it was the sense of 
the House that it would be improper to 
press these resolutions to a division. He 
thought that if those resolutions had pass: 
ed, our position would not have altered 
for the worse, and that the expressions the} 
contained had been fully justified by the 
result. No doubt could arise as to the ex: 
elusive rivht of Canada to the fisheries 
withi1 the three mile limit, and he was 
sorry the leader of the Government the 
other night bad referred to that matter a8 
one in regard to which Americans could 
have had no doubt. (Hear, hear.) He 
thought it was not worth while for tl 
hon. gentleman to have said a single word 
upon that point by way of admitting the 
there was a possibility of a doubt. (Heat 
He (Sir Alexander) did not propose to fi 
low out the arguments as to the advan 
ges or the disadvantages of the Treal 
which, he had said, had been ably ary 
on both sides of the House. _ It was hardy 
worth while that he should do so. He! 
cepted the statement of the Minister 
Justice that the terms of the Treaty Hae 
been unacceptable to him while he w as 
Washington. It was quite clear then thai 
they had been unacceptable to him up 
a very recent period, up to the 20th Mal 
last, when the Government had arrived é 
-an understanding with the Imperial | 
vernment, and he thought that fact § 
ficiently explained wby Parliament | 
not been called earlier together, and § 
plied a reason why the Minister of Jus! 
had maintained silence on the question 
to within the past week. It was q 
clear that neither the Canadian Got 
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_ ment nor their representative at Washing- 
_ton had liked the conditions of the Treaty, 
_ nor thought they were such as would prove 
acceptable to the people of Canada, and 
_ that, up to the 20th January, a correspon- 
dence, of which the House had only one 
_ or two fragments, had undoubtedly pass- 
ed between them and the Imperial Go- 
-vernment. He did not think that his 
hon. friend at the head of the Govern- 
_ ment was warranted in speaking as strong- 
_ ly as he had done the other night ahout 
the advantage of the Treaty to Canada, 
considering and knowing as the House did 
that up to a very recent period the views 
of the Government had been entirely dif- 
ferent. The question had suggested itself 
to his mind—how and what means had 
produced this change of mind? (Hear, 
hear.) What had occurred between the 
20th of January, and the meeting of this 
House that had caused the hon. gentle~ 
man to change his views as to the advan. 
tages and disadvantages of the Treaty? 
This change had certainly not been owing 
‘to anything in the position England occu- 
pied in regard to Kuropean polities, 
_ because that position had not changed 
Since the Treaty was signed ; or, if changed 
at all, it had been for the better rather 
_ than the worse. Neither could it have 
been because of any danger to ourselves 
_ because, pleinly, if-there was danger, it 

existed as strongly on the 20th January as 
at any previous time since the Treaty. 
_ Nor had the change been caused by any 
argument addressed to the Canadian Go. 
‘vernment by Lord Kimberley in the des- 
patch of the 20th June, in which the reas 
ms were set forth why the Cinadian Go. 
nment should submit the Treaty for 
approval of this House. Well, he was 
ashamed to mention it, and he was 
glad to be able to put it in a negitive 

form, that these declarat'ons by the three 
“Menhers of the Government who had 
ken on this subject, made it clear that 
2 change had not been produced be- 
ise of the guarantee that had been 
aie, and he was glad it had been 
iinctly made because the language 
he papers that had been brought 
n would lead a casual observer to 
lieve that the two questions—indemnity 
r the Fenian outrages and acceptance 
‘the Treaty—were the result of the 
larantee. He would much prefer to take 
@ declaration of the two leading mem. 
rs of the Government, the Minister of 
_dustice and the Minister of Militia, for 

trom what he knew of them and of their 
_@Maracter as public men, he would be 
_ foath to believe that they would ever con- 
| $8nt to sell the just rights of Canada for 
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any paltry money consideration. (Cheers.) 
He would desire to include all the mema 
bers of the Government as being equally 
unwilling to enter into:+uch a bargain, but 
he spoke more particularly of those two 
members because he had long been asso» 
ciated with them in the administration of 
the country and in Parliament, and he did 
not wish to believe of them that they 
would for a moment do anything that 
would bring a blush to the cheek of every 
true Canadian. (Hear, hear.) Well, what 
then had produced the change? His 
belief was that an explination must be 
found by reference to concurrent events, 
and when he remembered that the diffi. 
culty which first appeared to throw the 
Treaty into doubt—the presentation of 
the American case to the Geneva Tribunal 
—~and the feeling it evoked in England— 
occurred about the time the views of the 
Canadian Government underwent a change, 
the 20th January last, he did not dotbt 
that the complication in regard to the con- 
sequential damages for the Alabama had a 
very great deal to do with it. He believed 
that England at that time felt a necessity 
for having a good understanding with the 
United States, and he could well under- 
stand that correspondence had taken place 
with Canada in that sense, which it would 
be prejudicial to the public interest to 
make known. He could understand, too, 
that that correspondence might have in- 
duced the Canadian Government to walve 
their views in regard to the Treaty, and 
to agree to bring it down for the conside- 
ration of the House. Upon that presumps 
tion he could understand the position of 
the Government, for he could not believe 
that the Minister of Justice, with his 
acute intellect and quick apprehension of 
the wishes of the country, would other- 
wise willingly have placed himself in the 
position of one who accepted a treaty 
which his Government had opposed as un-- 
just to the people of this country. (Hear, 
hear.) He (Sr Alexander) would not 
hesitate to give utterance freely to his 
thoughts on such a grave question as this, 
however much those thoughts might run 
counter to the feelings of a majority of 
this House. He believed, and he believed 
firmly, that England had spoken to us 
more firmly upon this occasion than she 
had ever spoken betore. He believed she 
had put her language into acts. The acts 
of the withdrawal of the troops, the en- 
couragement of Confederation, the trans 
fer of the “orth-west territories, and the 
union of British Columbia, all pointed to 
one conclusion only, and taat conclusion 
found expression in the words she ha: 
used in reference to this Treaty. Hi. 
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could very well understand that it had 
been said to this Government, ‘ You 
must adopt the Treaty or \‘anada must 
take the responsibility of her own political 
future herself.’ He could understand 
that language like that had been uzed, 
and if the Government had shrunk from 
m«king this public to the country, and 
had concealed it from the people, the time 
was not remote when they would be 
obliged to come'to a settlement of the 
question (Hear, hear.) The Government 
had yielded to this language ani he did 
not wonder thit they hid yielled. In his 
view of the question he would have pre- 
ferred to hive accepted the alternative. 
He would greatly have preferred it. 
because he thought it would have been 
better for Canada to have assumed all 
these responsibilities at oace rather than 
have our nitional strength weikened by 
concessions to the neighboring country. 
The ground on which he objecte to this 
policy of concession was thit under it we 
were giving away privileges which were 
necessary to our future national and in te~ 
pendent existence; sacrifices of what were 
the sovereign rights of a country; and 
thereby depriving ourselves of what 
might afterwaris be found essential to 
our condition as an independent and self. 
governing people. (Heir, hear.) In res 
jecting this view the Government had 
taken a course which ought to meet the 
support ot his own triends on the Opposi- 
tion side of the House for they were not 
prepared, any more than the Government 
to say that at any future time this coun- 
try must act for herself. If the question 
were upon the plain merits of the Treaty, 
he would object to these clauses on the 
same g ound that he had t»ken last year, 
becau-e he considered that independence 
was better than annexation. He desired 
that, if the future of this country was not 
to continue the connecton with Great 
Britain. it should at least be independ- 
ence of the United States. (Hear, hear.) 
Now, annexation was clearly promoted 
by everything yielded to them in the 
rights of this country. It was promoted, 
if we yielded to them, by ceding 
territorial rights. (Hear, hear.) If we 
ceded the rght to lind upon our coasts 
for fishing purposes and to navigate our 
waters, we were yielding to them things 
which a weak country would never re cve 
again from the hands of a strong one. 
(Hear, hear.) 
would have been the result of the nego 


tations at Washington. but he thought he 


would be able to show before he sat down 
that the evil was not by any means irre 
parable at prescnt, 
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He was afraid that that 


(Hear, hear.) We 
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could well understand bow the Imperial 
Government, how Englishmen, shou'd 
view with great anxiety the re establish- 
ment of friendly relations with the United — 
States. From the situation of England’s © 
possessions on this continent, it was per. 
fectly clear that she would not merely run 
a risk, in case of a rupture with the United — 
States. of her material interests being — 
seriously endangered but she iacurred — 
the certainty almost of the grievious — 
humilistion of sesing her possessions 
overrun and oscupied by ah stile power, — 
She hid not therefore, maie these con- — 
cessions without a strony fe-liog of neces- — 
sity. They hid not been made beciuse of 
any regard for Canadian interestsin them. © 
selves, but from strong considerations of — 
Imperial policy. Undoubtedly, the ex- © 
posed position of her possessions hal en- — 
tered deeply into these consideritions ; — 
but he denied that upon these alone had 4 
the Tre.ty been framed, because we in™ 
Canadi1, who had most to risk and most — 
to lose by any outbreik between the two — 
powers, hid pressed strongly upon the — 
English Government the necessity of not — 
making those concessions to the United — 
States. (lear, hear.) He believed that — 
wej were the loser. He believed that — 
the position we occupied towards the 
United States rendered us the prin- 
cipal source of weakness to England; and, |» 
therefore, he be ieved that he was acting 
the true part of a man who desired to be © 
loyal in the course he took in endeavour: | 
ing to relie:e her of a cause of weakness 
and increase her strength. He claimed 
to be quite as proud of his nation as any 
gentleman in the House. He had a just 
pride in the recollections of the glorious” 
page of har past history, and he did not 
desire to see that page defiled in any way. 
He did not desire to see that career of 
usefulness and example to other nations 
checked from any disaster to the Mother 
Country. He believed that the position” 
of England was of the highest importance 
to the whole world. (Hear, hear.) He 
believed that if we remained what we 
were, a source of weakness—if it were 

true that our danger had obliged England 
to occupy a humiliating position—then he 
for one wuld say that 1t was unworthy of 
us Canadians to force the Mother Country — 
into that position. [Hear, hear] It was 
very wel! for hon. gentlemen to make > 
speeches, calling down the plaudits of the 

House, boasting of the flag and loyalty; 
bunt he contended that loy Ity was quite 
as strongly shown in s.critice as it was in 
obtxining benefits. He believed that t 
people of this country were equil to the 
sacrifice, if it was a sacrifice; that the 
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would rather make it than see the country 
they so much respected and revered hu 
miliated or its position weakene1l by any 
-demind on their part for protection. Ha 
might be wrong. He knew he spoke sen. 
timents which hon. gentlemen would de 
ride; they had done it before with reter 
ence to some of the sugyestions he hid 
offered; he expected it again. but the 
future would, he thought, prove that he 
_ was not very wrong ashe nad been proved 
to have been not very far wrony betore, 
in reference to the circumstances th't 
had led us to the p»int where we now were 
(Heir. hear.) He did not wish to detain 
the House Je had sufficiently indicited 
_ the position which he thought we were 
placed in today. He had sufficiently 
indic:ted the pressure which he th ught 
had induced the Government to recom. 
mend the adoption of the Treaty, which 
they thought objectioaahle not long be- 
fore. (Hear, h-ar] He would address 
himself for a few moments to the question 
before the Pouse, and to the mode in 
which we should deal with it. It was clear 
from what he had said that his view would 
be that concession was a thing to be 
avoided and not to be made; but before 
presenting his views he would refer to 
the motion and the amerdment before 
the House. The motion was for the se- 
cond reading of the bill, and the amend« 
ment of the member for West Durham 
had the effect of declaring that the second 
reading should not pass. Now, he was 
“quite aware that, according to parliament- 
ary rule, the passing of the motion of 
amendment did not defeat the bill; but 
at tve same time he was equally aware 
that the passage of that amendment would 
bring on a Ministerial crisis, and virtually 
defeat the bill; and he was perfectly 
aware also that if that result. were to fol- 
low, and the Government were defeate |. 
he was certain that, from the views off-red 
by the mover of the amendment, his 
course would be not to proceed with the 
bill himselt; theretore he thougit it was 
beyond doubt that the success of the mo- 
tion would operate as a defeat of the bill 
Then the grounds upon which tha hon. 
Member for West Durhim placed his ad 
—Vocacy of his amendment were rather 
base! upon whit the Imperial Government 
; should do than upon what we should do 
if the Ireaty was obj-ctiona'le. On Ca- 
Nadian g-ounds, then, it ought to be met 
by a square vote against it. It ought 10 
be rejected. If, on the other hand, it was 
Only intended to indicate to the Imperial 
| Gove nment what they ought tod» then 
We had no right to pass 1t. (Sear, hea) 
_ Therelore the conclusion that be arrived 
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at was that he must support the Tresty. 
(Cheers ) He did so because it wis the 
only course which wis open to us in the 
present juncture. We could not reject 
the Treatv unless we were prepired to 
take x further step. here wis no time 
for delivera’ion. Neither side of the 
Hous- was prepared for the responsibility 
if they rejected the Iriaty; and, there- 
fore, he said no other course wis left us 
but t» do our best to perform our duties 
as members of the E apire (Vh-eers.) The 
Treaty was unsatistactory to hi, but not- 
withs‘anding he felt that he would not 
be taithful in the perform ince of his duty 
if he were to attenpt to thwart that which 
he believed to be essential to Imperial in- 
terests. So long as he was asubject of the 
Empire be would en teavour to do his duty 
to it and he firmly believed toat it was in 
the interests of thit Empire that peace 
shoull be preservel wth the United 
States. Heequuilly firmly believed that 
it would endanger that peace if the Treaty 
were rej-cted and we were to hava the 
fishery question on:e more opened, and 
believing that, he would certainly this 
night vote for the Treaty. (Cheers) The 
reason by which he reconciled his vote 
for the Treaty now, with whit he had 
already srid as to the impelicy of. 
ceding our rights, could be found in the 
very last clause of the papers brought 
down. It was because there was a spe- 
cific engagement thit England would give 
the notice to terminate the fishery ar- 
ticles of the Treaty at the end of ten 
years if Canada so desired. (Hear, hear.) 
That reconc led him to the vore he gave 
to night. That justitied his own conscience. 
(Hear, hear.) He said we would be un. 
worthy of the protection we had enjoyed, 
that had brought us to our present post- 
tion, he mizht say, of nati-nal yreatness, 
if we were, for any small consideration 
short of our own existence in the coun- 
try, to withhold whit England required of 
us inthis respect. (Hear, hear, and cheers. ) 
What did we do? We conceded more 
than what was now re yuired of us, in 1854, 
for commercial alvantages These were 
considerations of great import:nce, he 
admitted. but still mm one sense low consis 
derations, and to-day we were asked to 
give the same thing, or less th:n the same 
thing and only tor the same time, The 
fact that there was a time when the 
question dealt with in this Treaty would 
be within our control, that Great Britain 
should give notice to terminate it, satis 
fied him that ic was our duty to pass tha 
‘reatv. He was convince! that the only 
thing which we coul} now c_ntrol, whi-h 
had passed irremediazbly beyond our reach 
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was the navigation of the St. Lawrence. 
and, much as he valued that, rather in 
the sense of maintaining our own exclu- 
sive right to it, much as he valued that, 
still, in an economical point of view it 
did not concede much to the United States 
With that exception, everything that was 
proposed to be done would come agin 
before us ten vears hence, Before that 
time arrived the country would have 
greatly. increased in population and 
strength; before then public opinion 
would have ripened fir beyond what it 
now was; before then the expressions 
which he had ventured to make use of 
this night m‘ght be the general expressions 
of the country. If they were so, then. hs 
said, 1t was still more our duty to express 
our acquiescence in the Treaty, however 
repugnant it might be to our pride. The 
wisest thing we could do was. to subject 
ourselves to the terms which England 
might offer, and to remain under her pro- 
tection, because we would have proved 
unable to protect ourselves. (Loud 
cheers ) 


Hon Mr. HOWE desired to refer to | 


the remarks of the member for West Dur- 
ham, which it had been complained that 
no Minister replied to. The hon. member 
had read too much. and he could not help 
thinking of the wish ‘‘ Oh that my enemy 
would write a book.’ The quotation 
from the minutes of council by that hon. 
member were fervent, loyal, and were 


exactly what ought to have been at the | 


time. and under the circumstances. But, 
unfortunately, they failed to convince the 
Imperial Government. He could imagine 


the hon. member pleading some case be. | 


fore a jury. If he failed to obiain a ver- 
dict, what would he do? Why. he would 
make the best compromise he could ip the 
interest of his client, snd that was what 
the Government had done. 
member had complaimea that lives were 
not to be lost and property destroyed for 
asum of money. What example, how- 
ever, had the United States set in this 
matter? The Alabama and other cruisers 
had destroyed her property: lives were 
lost and blood shed, and no higher insult 
could be offered toa nation; and yet, in 
view of the horrors of wir, they had 
agreed to take money for the whole. 
Then, again, the hon. gentlemin had har- 
rowed their feelings by describing some 
imaginary wilow bereaved of her son ; 
but supposing that widow to be real, the 
son could not be brought to life, and if 
she were in poverty, the utmost thatcould 
be done would be to muke her life as 
com'‘ortable as if her son had lived. Then 
again there was the statement, ‘‘ how 
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tarnished was onr honour.” Well, sup- 
p se a min hada beautiful helpmate, and 
some morning he had found she had left 
him for another man; there were only two- 
things to be done—shoot the man or get 
damages. Wasitnot very likely that, if” 
the hon. member for West Durham met 
the injured man he would say,—‘ Shooting” 
won't help the matter; bring an action” 
and [ will get you substantial damages.” — 
Then as to the Fenians. Did they not 
fancy they had been wronget; and did 
they not fancy that they were carrying on. 
a lawful warfare? Enzland had had great 
irouble with these men; lives hid been 
taken by them; and even the Prince of 
Wales had been turned out of Dublin ;— 
and yet see with what leniency and for. 
bearance England had treated them. If 
the English Parliamant and press, instead 
of the calmness and modaration they had 
shown. had been actuated by the sanguin. 
ary spirit of the gentlemen opposite in 
the matter of the A/abama question. the 
two nations would hive been involved in 
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some time ago, he hid termed the Ameri- 
cans an aggressive people, and the organ 
from which hon gentlemen opposite took 
their tone at once denounced him in the 
foulest terms, and the hon, member for 
Lambton took him to task; and yet ina 
few days afterwards that hon. memb or 
characterized the American policy as sin- 
gulurly aggressive, and the hon. membe 
for West Durham was equally alarming, 
comparing Canada to Naboth’s vineyard, 
and saying that the Americans were 80 
aggressive they would seize that vineyard. 
so that those gentlemen need not com 
plain of him, tor they had expressed 
themselves in stronger terms than he had 
ever used, ‘l'urning to the Treaty itself, 
he first desired to say that Canada and 
Canada’s Government were in no way td 
blame for the abrogation of the Recipros 
city (reuty. The Treaty was lost partly 
because of the Alabama and other cruisers 
Wayland was certairly wrong in not seizin 
those cruisers when they re-entered het 
ports. On the abrogation of the Treaty. 
Envland favoured the license system It 
connection with the fisheries. It was trie 
and failed Then the Government pro- 
tected the fisheries, and he never coul¢ 
understand the opposition of the Mart- 
time Provinces to that protection Hows 
ever, the water police took the field, ane 
they were aided by Briti-h cruisers ; bul 
wis there not great danger in this? Whe 
this step wis taken, up came the headlant 
question, the question of the right to tra 
in our ports, and then there was Gener 
Butler rousing the American fisherm 
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‘declare war. ‘Then on the first intima~ 
‘tion that reciprocity would be given anew, 
YN r Rose was sent to Washington, but his 
mission failed. ‘Then the Postmaster- 
eneral went to Knglani to press our 
yolicy and views on the English Govern- 
jent, and his visit ultimately resulted in 
the High Commission. The structure of 
“that Commission had been complained of, 
ol the Canadian Government had no 
ee in that. The hon. Minister of Jus. 
‘tice was asked to take a part in that Com- 
ie and if he had shrunk from the 
Be rensioits, what would gentlemen op~ 
es what would the Toronto Globe, 
Saint would indignant Grits generally have 
said? Would there have been a word in 
“ly English langu:ge sufficiently oppro~« 
_ bious to apply to him? Those who now 
blamed him for what he had done would 
‘then have blamed him tor what he had 
ailed todo. The hon. gentleman and the 
Government, however, were not so timid, 
jand he went. But how could he go asa 
4 anadian Commissioner? Canada, although 
\a Dominion, was still a colony, and, in ad 
(dition, the United States would not have 
allowed these parties, two of which would 
{be against her. ‘hen, if the hon. gentle- 
fan had declined to go to Washington, 
ithe Imperial Government would have 
cee without him and would have pro- 
eeded with their |mperial policy. It was 
“bbjected that the Minister of Justice ought 

to be responsible to the Canadian Parliay 

; Phient Was he not so responsible ? Was 
| a ‘not in the power of the House instead 
‘of receiving his speech with approbation, 
“to heve received it with averted heads, 
and to have driven him from cffice? In 
wery fibre of his frame, and in every flash 

f his mind from the moment he returned, 

he felt that responsibility. Since that 
Teturn, hon. gentlemen opposite had en- 
“deavoured to create suspicion. His hon. 
_itiend manfuliy fought one battle, and, 
_looxing at the papers, it would be seen 
‘ hat the (iovernment fought another bat- 
ile, and that while there was a chance of 
“making a satisfactory arrangement, thgy 

; ‘seconded and aided the hon. gentleman. 
But they fought ia vain. But the tisheries 
Were reserved to the Uanadian Parliament. 

‘As the negotiations went on, the particu- 
lars were telegraphed to Eugland, and 
then the leader of the Imperial Govern~ 
ment assumed the whole responsibility of 

he > ‘lreaty, and the hon. Minister of Jus- 

4 tice might, of course, have resigned his 
position; but his responsibility in doing 
| BO would have been awful, involving the 
pete up of the peaceful relations be- 
een the two countries. Suppose he had 
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resigned, Canada would have had both 
Kngland and the United States against 
her. When he wrote his pamphlet, reci- 
procity had been denied, the troops were 
gone, and he saw our independent action 
would come to an end without the cordial 
support of England. Up to that moment 
the London 7imes had stated that England 
had ceaced to be a Western power, and 
that when she sent a couple of companies 
of men to Manitoba that was the last time 
she would interfere. His pamphlet had 
changed all that. In the 7imes now they 
sald—we are “just as zea'ous for Canada 
as we ever were ;” and the Standard re- 
proached the English Government with 
having given Canada grounds for the tears 
he (Mr. Howe) had lawfully expressed. 
He maintained that Sir John Macdonald 
had only acted propesly in delaying all 
explanations until Parliament was assem- 
bled and all the papers could be brought 
down, and said that when England, in the 
interests of peace, consented to help Ca. 
nada in the only legitimate wy, on 
account Of her just claims, the question 
largely changed; and the only wise thing 
was to fall in with the Imperial policy and 
estiblish peaceful relations with both 
Kngland and the United States. The hon. 
gentlemen opposite claimed to have suss 
tained the Government, so that a proper 
arrangement could be secured ; but their 
support was not cincere. The Government 
had been tauuted with having no policy, 
but he declared it hal. He pointed out 
the Minister of Finance as most successful, 
ani spoke of the s:tisfictory results of 
the etforts of the Minister of Militia, 
which would be evidenced if ever occasion 
should require. England even took 
example -from the organization of the 
Canadian militia. Then again there were 
the Minister of Customs, and the Minister 
of Inland Revenue—how faithfully their 
duties had been administered He spoke of 
the Minister of Marine as the most zealous 
and painstuking Minister possible, and 
that his efforts would be felt to the advam: 
taye of the country for years to come, 
and spoke ot the naval schools being 
established by him. ‘The Minister of 
Pub:ic Woiks could be seen labouring 
from morning till night, anu the country 
throughout was feeling the result of his 
labours. He also spoke of the Secretary 
ot State laying out the new country of the 
North+West. They and their party were 
united to a man, proud of the past and 
confident of the future. 

Hon. Col. GRAY spoke of the observa. 
jions of the Secretary of State for the 
Provinces, with regard to the Fenians, as 
the most unexpected possible. He deem- 
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ed it his duty to speak of this, and say 
that the expiessions used could not be 
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approved. He was asitconi-hed to hea) 
thejhon. gentleman defending the Fenians 
Hon. Mr. HOWE cenied having detend. 
ed the Feniane ke had merely said thai 
they imagined they were im the right 
Hon. C.J. GRaY said, alter thst expla- 
nation he shculd not continue his remarks 
On that subject As to the uwreaiv. he 
thought it the most important question 
that had ever been before the House. In 
whatever capacity the Piemier had acted 
the re ult was before the House, and 
could be wccepted or rejected as the House 
pleased. ‘hen referring to the use by 
the member for Durham of Hngland’s 
motto, he would «ask what right had 
Canada lost? He must refer to a remark 
of the member for Vothwill, as to the 
admission of fish and oi] into the Ameri- 
can market free. The fish producing oil 
could not be found in the waters within 
the limits of exclusion. It had Leen 
said that the action of the House last 
session on the taritt could have no ettect 
on the Americans, for the matter was 
settled before the House dealt with it. 
He referre { to the dates of the votes, and 
maintained that was not the case, and 
that the Min‘ster of Justice was right in 
what he had said as to the result of the 
action o” the Houre. He thought the 
Houre should have some intimation from 
the Premier of what the ettect would be 
on the American legislation. He would 
now take the [reaty, pint by point, 
epeaking first of those that had not been 
objected to. First, there was the fiank~ 
ing system of goods, which was to extend 
throughout the whole of both countries. 
The whole of the coasting trade of the 
lakes would be secured 1o Ontario on 
account of the advantages she would have 
over the Americans by che: per Jabor and 
and cheaper construction. ‘The great 
procuctinus of tte far west would pars 
down the St. Lawrence, and the Canadian 
canals, an object which Canada had long 
desred to attain. He referred to that 
part of the Treaty by which Americans 
were allowed equal rights with British sub- 
jects to the use of the St. Clair Flats 
Canal, although it had been asserted that 
the canal wap built entirely.in the Domin- 
ion, If such assertion was correct the 
Americans should not have been allowed 
to build the canal at their own expense 
without having been informed ot that 
fact, and he ‘considered that they had an 
equita:le right to use it on equal terms 
with Canada. The rules as to the duties 
of neutra's were of the utmost importance 
to Canada, as the third maritime power in | 
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the world. Withont them the commerce 
of this country would be ruined in case of 
England teing at war with any foreign 
power. Hecould rotestimate the benefit 
Canada would derive by means of the - 
peaceful relations which the Treaty of — 
Washington would establish between the © 
two countries. it must be plain to every — 
man of intlligence that twelve or fourteen — 
years of peace would do more to place j 
Canada in a position to maintain her rights” 
than anythiog else that could possibly be . 
devised. The facts before them must 
convince them that they parted with no-— 
thirg, and that the conclusion necessary — 
for the ratification ot the Treaty would be © 
to the advantage of the country at large. — 
{ft Canada were a separate, independent — 
country, unconnected with England in 
any way, and maintcining her own position, — 
he doubted if any compensation woald be — 
adequate for the cession of the fisheries, ; 
(‘hey must expect to make some cacrifia — 
cies for the interests of the Kmpire, and — 
benefit «f the conrc.von. The fisheries — 
were invaluable, but rendered doubly so — 
by the market which the Treaty gained. — 
(he admission of our territorial rights — 
and compensation for the difference in 
value between the American and Canadian > 
fisheries should be remembered, He had 
heard no objection to the Treaty from the — 
Maritime Provinces, on the contrary he 
believed they approved of it. In order 
to make it more clearly reciproca} he 
thought Canada should be on equal terms — 
with the United Srates, and, although it 
was against British policy to vive bounties, | 
the Canadian Pailisment would have thse 
power to adopt that course if it should be 
found that the United States persisted in 
doing so. It had been urged that the 
Fenian claim+ constituted no part ot the 
'reaty, and therefore should not be consi- 
dered in the present debate; but ha 
thought they thould look at the question 
as it now stands, and not as it stood on 
the 20th January last, or at any other 
time. Tne British Government might — 
have thought they were not in a posiuon — 
to press their demand, and offered Canada — 
compensation. He had observed that the 
ery of those in the United States as well 
as in Canada who were opposed to the 
Trea‘y was ‘‘humiliation.’ He thought 
that the term was more indicative of the 
Opposition of party than the opposition of | 
principle. All knew that such was the — 
case in the United States, and although — 
gentlemen in opposition in the Canadian — 
Parllament said they had risen above the — 
question of party, it was singular thatthe — 
same language should be used in bot. 
countries. He was of the opinion t 
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» any cession in regard to the navigation of 
_ the St. Lawrence would be more in sound 
than in substance. The United States 
ioe the advantage of the Canadian 
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canals to get to the seaboard, and while 
_ they could do so they would not make 


_ eanalson their own side, and in case of. 


_\war the whole. would be in the possession 
pf Canada. He agreed with the hon. 
member for Sherbrooke that they must be 
repared to make some sacrifice in order 
0 maintain the connection with Great Bri- 
jtian; but had they made any sacrifice? If 
there Was any complaint it was from On- 
rio and not from the Maritime Provinces, 
hich were most interested. What they 
ranted was the coasting trade of the 
Inited States and the registration ef ves. 


els. 
~~ Mr. MILLS said that the hon. gentle- 
_ man had referred to the remarks of the 
member for Sherbrooke, who took the 
_ position that the Government of Great 
_ Britain, in giving us the liberty to exercise 
_ our judgment as regards the fishery clauses, 
_ referred also to the question of connection 
or separation, and said that those who voted 
_ for rejecting the fishery clauses assum- 
_ ed the responsibility of declaring Canada’s 
_ independence ; and he thought that Gov- 
_ ernment had endorsed that position. 
_ Hon. sir JOHN MACDONALD asked 
_ how the Government had done so, 
_. Mr. MILLS— By Cheers. 
> Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD emphati- 
cally denied fFthat any cheers had issued 
_ from the Government seats. 
~~ Hon. Col. GRAY said he could see 
nothing in the action of the British Gov. 
eoment by word or deed to show that 
_ ‘they had any desire to sever the connec. 
_ tion; on the contrary they had promised 
_ ‘to defend Canada to the full strength and 
force of the Empire. lt was the highest 
~ compliment to Canada to have inserted in 
_ an Imperial Treaty a stipulation that part 
of it should be left entirely to the action 
of the Canadian Parliament. 

Mr, BLAKE—Was it asubstance or a 
form? 
+ Hon. Col. GRAY replied that it was a 
“tie pore and no form and it was within 


_ the power of the Canadian Purliament to 
_ eject it if they should be pleased soto do. 
_ He went on to say he had listened to the 
uments of hon. gentlemen opposite, 
out had found in them no sound objec- 
jons to the Treaty which should cause 
_ the House to reject it, and in conclusion 
ie urged hon. members who desired to do 
eal service on behalf of England, to do 
at which she now thought necessary for 
_ the peace and welfare of the Empire. 

Mr, BODWELL asked whether it was 
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the intention ot the Government to go on 
with the debate any further to-night. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
as a number of gentlemen on both sides 
of the House desired to speak on the sub- 
ject 1t would perhaps be better to adjourn 
the debate and goon with it on Monday, 
taking the vote on Tuesday. He consi- 
dered the motion of the hon. member for 
West Durham a direct censure on both 
the Government of Canada and the’ Im- 
perial Government, and they could not go 
on with any other business until it was 
disposed of. Hewould therefore suggest 
that they should proceed on Monday, and 
take the vote on Tuesday. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that the 
hon. gentleman was not right in assuming 
this motion to be a motion of want of con- 
fidence. The House had been invited to 
pronounce an opinion on the matter, and 
the hon. member for West Durham had 
simply in his motion said what he believed 
to be the opinion of the people of the 
country. The proposition therefore to 
resume the debate on Monday on that 
ground was not sound, He would sug- 
gest that if the debate was continued on 
Monday the Government should give a 
portion of next day for ordinary business. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said there 
would be no objection to giving Friday for 
that purpose. 

Mr, BODWELL then rose to moye the 
adjournment of the debate, when 

Mr. BOWELL asked the indulgence of 
the House for a few minutes, He re- 
ferred to the language vsed by the hon. 
member for Sherbrooke as being of a 
nature likely to injure the country if 
allowed to go uncontradicted. That hon. 
gentleman had stated, in most emphatic 
language, that England had told the Gov- 
ernment that they should accept the Treaty 
or the alternative, the responsibility of self- 
government. Immediately afterward the 
hon. gentleman had added that he was 
convinced that the truth had been kept 
from the people of this country. Coupling 
that with the language of the hon. member 
for Lanark, ina speech he had made at 
Hamilton, in which he distinctly stated 
that in conversation with prominent gen- 
tlemen in England they had told him that 
Canada must prepare for ultimate separa. 
tion, he could not resist the conclusion 
that there was something behind the scenes 
which we had not been made aware of. He 
(Mr, Bowell) was prepared to vote against 
the Treaty on its merits, and would like to 
do so, confident as to the future, because 
he believed there was something more 
than a shadow in the right, which had been 
reserved to Canada, of rejecting or ac« 
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cepting it. If, however, the Imperial Gov-~ 
ernment had taken the position indicated 
by the hon. member for Sherbrooke, he 
(Mr. Bowell) would be reluctant to accept 
the responsibility of voting against it, and 
he thought the Government should make 
some declaration which should go to the 
country, on a point so important. As for 
the amendment, it had been dexterously 
drawn in order to have a fling at the Gov- 
ernment; but, as that was its only object, 
» and not the defeat of the Treaty, he would 
vote against it; he desired’ a direct vote 
upon the Treaty, and he would take care 
that an opportunity for sucha vote should 
be given. ; 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD, in answer 
to the question of the hon. gentleman, 
stated at once that Her Majesty’s Govern. 
ment’had held out no threat, (hear, ‘hear, ) 
had ‘given no intimation that any conse-~ 
quences of the kind, either of severance of 
the connection between England and Can- 
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ada or of coolness in their relations, would 


follow our rejection of the Treaty. Her 
Majesty had taken occasion in her speech 
from the throne to say that the power was 
left to Canada, and her Prime Minister and 


principal adviser had again stated the same | 


thing in his place in Parliament, that the 
free and unrestricted right was reserved 
to the people of Canada to deal with the 
clauses of the Treaty respecting the fishery 
rights, by way of ratification or rejection 
as they pleased. {In no respect and in no 
communication public or private, contiden- 
tial or otherwise, had there been any in- 
timation that England desired to influence 
us in any way, except in the fair arguments 
that had been used in the official des« 
patches. That was the simple and sole 
communication the Government had to 
make to the House, as to the desire of 
- Her Majesty’s Government on that particu- 

lar. He thought it necessary to state this, 
so that no hon. member might be influ- 
enced to vote either for or against the ra- 
tification by any supposed views of Eng- 
land ; but that he should have full liberty 
to vote as he thought best for the interests 
of Canada and the Empire. He objected to 
the Government being held responsible 
for the remarks or speeches of any hon, 
member of the House, except a member 
of the Government ; and certainly the po- 
sition and the relations of the hon mem~ 
ber for Sherbrooke with the Government, 
were not such as would give any hon. 
member the right to suppose that he had 
spoken by the authority or with the sanc« 
tion of the Government in any way what- 
ever, He (Sir Jobn) had stated in his 
speech that the House had entire liberty 
to vote as it pleased, and that statement 
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had not been withdrawn or modified b 
any expression from himself or his col- 
leagues. The hon. member for Sher. 
brooke had said that the Government hg 
taken a certain course against the Treaty. 
and then, arguing from the change that 
had occurred, he had adduced an inference 
that there must have been communica 
tions of that kind from the Imperial Go- 
vernment, but it was merely imaginary, 
having no foundation or basis on tact, 
(Hear, hear.) He (Sir John) denied that 
either he or his colleagues had cheered the 
declaration of the hon member for Shers 
brooke, whose great talents they ali ad- 
mired, and who, although not with them) 
was still a personal friend, when he had 
spoken well about maintaining the pres 
tige of England ; and he, (Sir John) hac 
cheered him lustily when the hon. member) 
said he would vote for the Treaty. There) 
was no sort of cheer from those benches 
when he expressed the sentiment that we 
should be severed in any way from 
England. ! . 

The debate was then dropped, and the 
House adjourned at 11.40. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
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‘he Speaker took the chair at 3.20. 
SMOKING. 


Hon. Sir GEO, E. CARTIER complained 
tltat somebody had been smoking within 
the precincts of the House. He had ne 
objection to the habit, although he did 
not indulge in it; but there was a room 
devoted to the purpose, and hon. member: 
who wished to smoke should go there 
He. hoped that Mr. Speaker would give” 
his attention to the matter. 2 

Mr. 'HOMPSON-—refer to the smoking 
committee. (Laughter.) . 


TORONTO SAVINGS BANK. a 


T 


Mr. HARRISON introduced an Act res 
pecting the Toronto Savings Bank. Reac 
a first time. F 


DOUBLE RETURNS 


Hon. H. CAMERON said the other mem 
ber who had been returned for the Distrie 
of Marquette, Province of Manitoba, (Mr 
McKay,) was present in the House, and 
therefore moved that the standing order 
with regard to double returns be read. — 

The motion was carried, and the rule 
ane, read by the Clerk, Mr. McKay re 
ired. 1 
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| oppose the Treaty; but he would find 
that those who were in favour of annexa< 
tion to a man would support the Treaty, 
as they believed that its adoption would 
be another step in the direction of annexa- 
tion. He (Mr. Bodwell) also attacked the 
member for North Lanark for referring to 
the local politics of Ontario, he (Mr. Mac- 
dougall) had said, as if for the purpose of 
ingratiating himself with the hon. gentle. 
men opposite, that he had advocated the 


493. 
| bic a THE TREATY, 


‘Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked the Gos 
yernment if they had any intelligence to 
municate to the House with regard to 
negotiations respecting the Treaty of 
hington. They all knew that discus- 
/had taken place with regard to the 
aty, and that these discussions had 
urbed the course of the negotiations, 
within the last few hours they had 
ned that an entirely different arrange~ 


t had been proposed to the terms pro- 


ht be disposed to make some state- 
ed negotiations, and the changed as 


iood in consequence of those negotiations, 


e whatever. 


a good prospect of an arrangement, 
d that explanations would be made in 
s House of Commons to-day, and the 
y other information he had received 
s contained in the ordinary midday des- 
ich to the newspapers, an advance copy 
hich he had received, and which he 
d read to the House. 

He then read despatches from London 
1 New York of to day’s date respecting 
) latest phase of the negotiations, (thege 
tches being the same as appeared 
e Morning Papers of that day.) 


e first order of the day being called 
ie second reading of the Bill to carry 
the Treaty of Washington, 


fr. BODWELL resumed the debate. 
ttacked the Secretary of State for the 
inces (Mr. Howe) for having discuss- 
is question in a profane and vulgar 
er. He (Mr. Howe) in alluding to 
e Fenian claims, had taken the ground 
at a full recompense for our outraged 
igs, as well as for the damages sus~ 
d, could be made with money, and to 
in a position he had said that the 
id States were willing to accept 
y payment for their outraged feelings 
anection with the depredations of the 
He (Mr. Bodwell) contended 
s was not fairly stating the case, as 
ed States had, in the first instance, 
ed an expression of regret or an 
ogy from Great Britain; and he ven- 
‘red to say that, if such regret had not 
®n expressed on the part of Great Bri- 
no treaty would have been made. 
feader of the Government had said 
Only those who were disloyal would 


din the Treaty. It had occurred to 
therefore, that the Government 


t to the House concerning these res 
st in which the House and country 


‘Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 
rnment had no communication as 
ng been received from any official 
; He had received a tele- 
from a private friend saying there 


Treaty in a speech in Western Canada last 
year; but he (Mr. Bodwell) believed that 
he had not discussed the question at all. 
lhe Government had got rid of the hon. 
gentleman, and, when found ‘that his old 
friends did not want him, he was trying to 
make friends with them again. He (Mr. 
Bodwell) disagreed with the arguments 
used in favour of the treaty. It had been 
said that the Minister of Justice was an 
Imperial Commissioner, and not a Cana— 
dian Commissioner, but he thought the 
correspondence would show that he was 
appointed to represent Canada, and his 
own speech of last session, to which he 
(Mr. Bodwell) referred, led to this conclu« 
sion. He. felt satisfied that the House 
thought the hon. gentleman was acting 
for Canada, or they would not have conce- 
ded the withdrawal of the resolutions of 
the hon. member for Sherbrooke. The 
hon. gentleman had said that no territo- 
rial rights would he sacrificed without a 
submission to the people. It had been 
shown that we had interests and rights to 
navigate. the St. Lawrence, and which 
were peculiarly our own, yet these rights 
had been given away without our consent. 
As to the fisheries, we had the option of 
ratifying or not as we pleased, but we were 
told that if they were not ratified war would 
follow, and we should be considered dis- 
loyal. In acceptiong a money payment 
for the Fenian claims the Government had 
accepted a bribe for the passing of the 
Treaty. He desired more liberal and com« 
mercial relations with the United States, 
The House had been told that the fisher- 
ies and the navigation of the St. Lawrence 
were levers to produce reciprocity ; but we 
had given up all these without any ades 
quate returns. Nothing in fact had been 
gained except the navigation of some out 
of the way rivers in Alaska. He objected 
that we could not act in this matter with- 
out being threatened with war and sepa- 
ration from the Mother Country, and des 
precated the expressions of hon. gentle~ 
men to that effect. The Treaty was astep 
in the direction of annexation, and as such 
highly unacceptable to the people of this 
country. He urged this point at some 
further length, and concluded by moving 
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the following amendment—that all after 
the word ‘That’? be omitted, and the 
following inserted :—‘‘ Having regard to 
the existing differences between the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain, concerning 
the proceedings necessary to give ettect to 
the Treaty of Washington, it is inexpe- 
dient to proceed further at this time with 
the said bill.” 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 
hon, gentleman who moved this resolu 
tion had of course aright to doso; and, as 
he was a member of the Opposition so ably 
led in the House by the hon. members for 
Lambton and West Durham, it was not to 
be supposed and believed that he was 
taking a course opposed to the wishes of 
those hon. gentlemen. (Hear, hear.) It 
was rather to be supposed and believed 
that this amendment was moved with their 
concurrence and saction. (Hear, hear.) 
If that was so, then the Government must 
conclude that the Opposition had taken 
wit in their anger, (cheers) and that, 
although the hon, member for West Dur- 
ham had proposed a vote of want of confix 
dence yesterday he was afraid of it to-day, 
and therefore got the hon. member for 
South Oxford to move this resolution. 
(Cheers.) Now the question became an in - 
teresting one, was the resolution which had 
been moved by the member for West 
Durham to be pressed or not? Ifit was 
to be pressed, then, as a matter of fairness 
to the Government a distinct vote of the 
House ought to be taken upon it; such 


Treaty 


an idea as an hon. gentleman moving a | 
| which did not exist at the time when 


vote of want of confidence, and then get- 
ting another on the same side of the 
House to move an amendment, had never 
been heard of in parliamentary proceed~ 
ings. It did not show a spirit of fair play. 
It was simply juggling, aud ought not to 
be done or tolerated by the House. 
(Cheers.) He(Sir John) could understand 
if an hon, member opposed to the motion 
of the hon. member for West Durham did 
such a thing as this, but he could not un- 
derstand it otherwise, except upon the 
presumption that the Opposition were now 
afraid of the motion of the hon. member 
for West Durham, and were trying to get 
rid of it in this way. (Hear, hear.) He 
(Sir John) thought that in fairness to the 
House and the Government, they ought to 
be told whether the hon. member for West 
Durham would press his amendment or 
support this motion in amendment to his 
own; and also whether the hon. member 
for Lambton would support a motion which 
was in effect asupercession of the resolu- 
tion offered by his colleague, the hon. 
member for West Durham. If that was the 
case, if they did support this amendment, 


Myr. Bodwell. 
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it would show that they were afraid of 
their own motion, and that they werecom= — 
mitting something which it would not per- _ 
haps be Parliamentary to» characterize in — 
the language it deserved. (Cheers.) It © 
might be, however, that the hon. member ~ 
for South Oxford had taken the bit in his — 
teeth, that he did not care what he moved, ~ 
and that he had made up his mind to ops — 
pose the Treaty on his own account. It — 
might be, too, that he thought the motion — 
of the hon. member for West Durham did 
not meet the case, and that it was in his — 
power to offer a better one. (Hear, hear, 
and laughter.) Whatever was the ~ 
cause, the House ought, in all fairness, — 
to have an explanation of a proceeding 
which was unparliamentary, extraordinary — 
and very funny. (Cheers.) 3 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZLE said the hon. gen- 
tleman might set his mind at rest, for the — 
amendment of the hon member for West — 
Durham would be pressed; it would be — 
voted upon; and every hon. member — 
would have an opportunity of expressing — 
his opinion upon it by voting. (Hear, — 
hear.) It was not, however, unparliament: — 
ary, as the hon. gentleman had said, for an 
amendment to be moved to a motion by — 
an hon. member on the same side of the © 
House, and the hon gentleman could call — 
to mind no doubt when the same thing — 
had been done on his side of the House. — 
Since the amendment of the hon. member 
for West Durham had been moved, the 
House had learned from the hon. gentle— 
man himself that circumstances had arisen | 


that amendment had been proposed, and 
the hon. gentleman need not try to hold 
a whip over the heads of his followers in 
order to deter by threat those of them 
who were disposed to support that amend- 
ment. (Hear, hear.) He (Mr. Mackenzie) 
did not look upon that amendment to the 
motion for the second reading of the bill 
as simply and purely a motion of want of 
confidence. To be sure hon. gentlemen 
on his side of the House had no conti: 
dence, and did not pretend to have any 
in the Government, but in proposing his 
amendment, the hon. member for West 
Durham had no wish to express want Of 
confidence. ‘The Opposition only desired 
to express an opinion upon a question 
which was above all tie interests of party, 
because it deeply affected the future rela 
tions and condition of this country as 4 
dependency of Great Britain. (Hear, 
hear.) It was in that sense that th 
amendment had been moved, and not a 
the hon. gentleman had said, to expres 
want of confidence in his Government 
Although it had that effect, it would t 
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none the less acceptable to him (Mr. 

_ Mackenzie) on that account. 
Sr JOHN MACDONALD—The hon. 
k gentleman had.said that the motion of 
the hon. member for West Durham was 
not purely and simply a vote of want of 
confidence. The motion did not say that 
in sO many words, but it was a vote of 
censure, and a vote of censure, as every- 
body knew, was the same as a vote of 
want of confidence. The amendment was 
in fact in the strongest sense a vote of want 
of confidence; and as such it ought 
to be pressed. The hon. gentleman had 
said that it was to be pressed and voted 
upon by the House. Well, how did he 
know that? (Hear, hear.) How could 
he tell it was to be voted upon, unless he 
and his supporters had made up their 
minds to vote against the amendment of 
the hon. member for South Oxford? He 
could not know otherwise but that the 
_ latter amendment would prevail, and then 
how could there be a vote upon the 
amendment of the hon. member for West 
‘ Durham. (Cheers.) The hon. gentleman 
had said that, since that amendment, new 
circumstances had arisen, and that the 
motion of the hon. member for South 
_ Oxford was intended to meet the change 
that had occurred. Now he (Sir John) 
would ask the hon. member for South 
_ Oxford if, at the time he moved the ad- 
_ journment of the debate on Friday last, he 
- did not have his amendment all ready pre- 
_ pared’? (Cheers.) Was it not then writ- 
ten and ready to be proposed, although 
_ the hon, member for Lambton said it was 
drawn with a view to meet the change 
that had since occurred in the circum~ 
stances connected with the Treaty ? 
_ (Cheers.) ; 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the hon. 
_ gentleman had no right to misconstrue 
what he (Mr. Mackenzie) had stated. He 
had said that, since the amendment of 
the hon, member for West Durham had 
been moved, circumstances had changed. 

He did not say that this motion was to 
meet the change, although he was well 
aware that it had occurred, for he had the 
information in his desk, and it did not 
require the hon. gentleman to read the. 
despatches in order to make him aware of 

it. 

__ Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD—Why 

did you ask for information then? [Hear, 
hear.) 

_ Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE said he had 
_ asked because it was possible the Govern- 
ment might have received information 
_ confirmatory of what he had known 
_ before; [ch! oh!] so he (Mr. Mackenzie] 
: “as not caught yet. [Laughter.] 
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Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it was 
not without some reluctance that he, as a 
member for the Province of Ontario, rose 
to continue the debate, because he really 
thought that, so far, the members from 
that Province had monopolized the discus- 
sion; nor had he risen because he con- 
curred. with a remark of the hon. gentle- 
man who had preceded him, that it was 
the duty of every hon. member to speak 
upon this subiect. He was desirous, how- 
ever, of placing before the House and the 
country the views he entertained, and 
which he believed the Government enterx 
tained, upon this important question. 
There were three points to which he would 
address himself, these being—first, as to 
whom the parties were who were respon< 
sible for this Treaty; in the second place, 
he proposed to discuss the merits of the 
treaty itself; and finally, he proposed to 
consider what was the duty of the House 
in regard to it, whether it should deter- 
mine that the treaty had merits or demer- 
its. With regard to the first point, the 
responsibility of the treaty, he contended 
that, throughout all the discussions in the 
Imperial Parliament, there had been no 
question whatsoever. It was a thing quite 
unheard of, to make two distinct parties 
responsible for the same act, which could 
only have been performed by one of 
them. 1t was perfectly unheard of in all 
diplomatic relations, that parties who des 
rived their power from, and were respon- 
sible to, a Colonial Legislature, should be 
placed in a position to dictate or exercise 
any control over a Treaty negotiated by 
Commissioners acting under instructions 
from Her Majesty’s Secretary of State. 
Upon this point he would refer very briefly 
to the opinions of two distinguishea 
noblemen who had taken part in an ims 
portant debate in the House of Lords 
upon this Treaty; the first was the Harl of 
Derby, who had said :— 


‘‘. now pass to the larger question of 
the Treaty itself, and I wish to say that I 
look on it as the Treaty of the Governs= 
ment, and of ihe Government exclusively. 
I join in all that has been said in praise of 
the gentlemen who undertook, at. the 
request of the noble Karl and the Cabinet, 
that arduous public duty; but, under all 
the circumstances, bound as they were by 
their instructions, I pass over the par. 
ties who were engaged in negotiating the 
Treaty, and fix the responsibility exclu 
sively on those who advised them.” 

Again, Lord Cairns, formerly Lord High 
Chancellor of England :— 

‘‘In the observation which I make upon 
this document, I would speak of the 
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Treaty as one having been entered into 
by the Government. 

This is a Treaty which, in form, was 
negotiated through the medium of Com» 
missioners. So far as the British Commis: 
gsoners were concerned, we have the clear- 
est evidence, from these protocols, that 
every clause of that Treaty was commu- 
nicated to the Government at home, and 
by them assented to. [Hear, hear.] It is, 
therefore, a Treaty upon which the Gov- 
ernment did not merely give a final aps 
proval, but for the daily composition of 
which they were virtually responsible. 
Now, was the House to disregard these 
statements, and hold the first Minister of 
Canada responsible in the absence of all 
arguments to support such a pretension ? 
for there really had been no argument ; 
and the doctrines which had been laid 
down by the hon. member for West Dur- 
ham would have been laughed to scorn, if 
they had been set forth in the [Imperial 
Parliament. [Hear, hear.] The speech 
of the hou. gentleman was the ingenious 
argument of a lawyer to bolster up a bad 
cause. He had attempted to found some 
sort of argument upon a minute of Coun- 
cil, in which it was suggested that a Coms 
mission should be appointed, composed 
of one Commissioner from England, one 
from the United States, and one from 
Canada. That was a proposition that had 
certainly come from Canada; but he [Sir 
Francis} hesitated not to say that that 
Commission therein suggested was of a 
totally different character from the Joint 
High Commission which sat at Washing. 
ton. It had never been contemplated 
that this Commission should have such 
extensive powers as the Washington Com- 
mission, The idea of a Mixed Commis- 
sion originated in 1866 with Mr. Adams, 
who was then Minister from the United 
States, in England. In that proposition, 
which had been adhered to throughout 
from beginning to end, it was never con. 
templated to give the Commission any 
power except to make suggestions for the 
approval of the Governments of England 
and the United States. In point of fact 
the main object of the Commission was to 
try and define the headlands by laying the 
line down upon the charts. The Commis. 
sioners were not to negotiate a new treaty, 
they were to interpret the then existing 
treaty—the treaty of 1866, and they were 
to endeavour to lay down the limits 
beyond which the American fishermen 
might not go, After performing this 
duty they were to submit their recom« 
mendations to the respective Governments 
of Great Britain and the United States. 
The latter part of the minute of Council, 
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which he questioned very much whether 
the hon. member for West Durham had 
read, showed what the idea of those who 


proposed the Commission was. It showed | 


clearly that, in case of disputes, there was 
some third party, some impartial arbiter, 


to whom the question was to be referred 
for discussion. It was, therefore, quite — 


clear that the Commission then proposed 
was of a totally different character from 
that which sat at Washington, — [Hear, 


hear.] On a previous occasion he had; ~ 


stated that the First Minister could not, — 
as a man of honour, have acted on 
the Commission entertainining the views — 
which hon. gentlemen opposite en«— 
tertained. It would then have been his, 
duty to have told the Secretary of State, 


that he intended to act on his responsix 


bility, and that if he happened to differ | 


from the views of the English Commis- ) 
made 
such a stipulation, England would never: — 
have appointed him. But even assuming, — 
that England might have assented to his; . 


sioners he should resign. If he bad 


occupying such a position, it would have 
been her duty to have advised the United 
States Government on the subject; and 
if such had been done the United States 


Government would at once have broken bed 
The way to look at} — 


off the negotiations. 
the question was to consider what the 
member for West Durham would have 
done in the circumstances. 


ceiving the Government which had done 
him the honour to appoint him, taking 
apart in the negotiations, ‘and then, at 


the last moment, declaring that he would. 


not sign the Treaty? The hon. member 


had well stated that there was one casein | 
which the First Minister would have been. ~ 
justified in refusing to agree tothe Treaty, — 


namely, if the articles relating to Canada 
had not been left to the discussion of the 
Parliament. 


that subject; but he must say that the 
arguments of the Opposition on this ques- 
tion were perfectly futile. 


ceded to the United States. The same 


charge had been made in the House of — 
Lords of England; but the Opposition — 


there, as could be seen from the speeches: 


of Lords Derby, Cairns and Salisbury, had 
treated the matter in a very different way — 
from the Opposition here. They had not 
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Would he 
have taken a place in the Commission de- — 


As to the navigation of the 
St. Lawrence he did not intend to speak  ~ 
at length on that point, as one of his colx —~ 
leagues intended to address himself to — 


No member — 
could say that it was any injury to Canada — 
to cede the navigation up to Montreal. 
Was the river not open to the flags of the © 
whole world? It was said, constantly, that 
in the negotiations everything was con- 


¥ 


“views of Canada. 


‘brought to bear on the Government from 
England ; but that all the advice that had 
been tendered had come from the very 
best friends of British connection in Eng- 
dand, <A great deal had been said about 
the cession of territorial rights, and the 
Compromise of honour ; as to the latter, 
However, there was not a gentleman op- 
posite who would not be prepared to con» 
Cede everything if they could geit a little 
more. It it was a question of honour 


the cession of territorial rights to us by 
‘the United States and ours to them? The 


ing the idea of a money payment for 
@ fisheries, the Government at once 
essed their opinion that settlement 
Id be made on that basis. Admitting 
t the Treaty had great.defects, what 
lad been the duty of the Government, 
amd what was the duty of the House? 
forthe same reasons that influenced the 
“Overnment should have the same influ- 
€nce with the House. He would have 
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» entered into the matter in a spirit hostile 

_ to the interests of the nation; but con- 
- demning the Treaty where they considered 
it open to condemnation, they offered no 
 factious opposition. He referred to speech 
_ of Lord de Grey, stating that the English 
- Commissioners had fought the question of 

' reciprocity as long as it was possible to do 
80. With reference to the complaint of the 
_ member for West Durham, attackin g first 
» the protocol and then the remarks of the 
» First Minister, he did not know what +o 
» believe. He quoted from a speech of Lord 
» Granville in reply to Earl Russell. stating 
’ thatat the first meeting the Commission. 
- ers decided to keep their deliberations 
© secret, and that there was no doubt of the 
» wisdom of that course ; also that the con- 
_ ditions laid down by the Americans were 
* in perfect good“faith. To some the Eng- 
~ lish Commissioners at once declined to 
_ accede; others were referred to the Im- 
’ perial Government, and the decisions or 
counter propositions made by the English 
Government were received and considered 
‘by the Americans frankly and’ fairly. It 
was not correct, therefore, to assert that 
‘everything had been conceded, and that 
‘no efforts were made to carry out the 
With regard to the 
“merits of the Treaty, it was not, of course, 
altogether acceptable to Canada; but they 
‘were left to deal with it as they thought 
fit, and if it were necessary to confirm what 
had been previously stated by the First 
Minister in reply to the member for Has- 
tings, he could say most unhesitatingly 
that no pressure of any kind had been 


Mly, what difference was there between. 


ment the dispatch was received sug» 


bee n glad if the fishery articles had been: 
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excluded, and if, when the Imperial Gov- 
ernment had the opportunity, they had 
decided to withdraw from all further ne. 
gotiations respecting the fisheries. But 
the circumstances were materially changed 
when she Imperial Government took the 
responsibility of confirming the Treaty. 
[6 was certainly not a little surprising that 
the most violent opposition against the 
Treaty proceeded from those least inter- 
ested in it. He read an extract from a 
speech of Lord Derby to the effect that 
the Imperial Government had acted fairly 
in giving Canada the power to veto the 
questions which concerned her, and ex« 
pressing the hope that no pressure would 
be brought to bear on her. The speech 
then went on to say that the weak point 
of the Confederation was that it was com- 
posed of separate local Legislatures, and 
as the Maritime Provinces were ‘in a mi- 
nority, they were at the mercy of other 
portions of the Dominion in all questions 
where the local interests differed; and 
the speaker expressed the Opinion that in 
the Treaty it would be found that, while 
Ontario and Quebec would readily accept 
it, having a good bargain, the main oppo- 
sition would arise from the Maritime Pro- 
vinces, Sir Francis continued that, consix 
dering the enlightened views entertained 
on the subject by the members for Hoche- 
laga and Chateauguay, there was little 
doubt that the Treaty was viewed favour 
ably by Quebec. But little did Earl Derby 
imagine the howl that would proceed 
from the Grits-of Ontario under the in- 
fluence of the dictation of the Globe news- 
paper, which was so powerful that hon, 
gentlemen opposite dare not disobey it. 
He would not have referred to this matter 
again but that the hon. members for 
Lambton and West Durham had stated 
that they had declared their views in an- 
ticipation of that newspaper. Let any 
one take up the files of the Globe, and 
they would see how violently the Treaty 
was denounced, and how these hon. gen- 
tlemen had followed suit, and obeyed in» 
structions received from their master. 
Hon. Mr. MACKHNZIE—You followed 
sult on 28th July. 
Hon. Sir F. HINCKS said the remark 


just reminded him of something he desired 


to say. It had been stated more than 
once from the other side of the House 
that the Government had followed suit 
in their despatch of July 28th. He read 
an extract from that despatch stating that 
the Treaty of 1854 had met with the ap- 
probation of Canada; whereas the fishery 
articles of the present Treaty were adopt- 
ed against the advice of the Canadian 
Government. How could it be said that 
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the Government followed suit, when they 
so distinctly protested? When, however, 
the Imperial Government agreed to the 
Treaty, a Government and people ;—if 
we had then refused to perform our 


position towards both England and the 
United States? The arrangement was 
considered by all parties in England to be 
a fair and reasonable one; and, as had 
been truly said by the first Minister, if 
Canada had to.make a sacrifice nad not 
England to do so also, and if Canada re- 
fused to ratify the Treaty she would be 
placed in a very disagreable position to- 
wards England. It must be borne in mind 
that, before the negotiation, the matter 
ot the protection of the fisheries was in a 
very unsatisfactory position, and that for 
some years previously difficulties had 
arisen as to the amount of protection ne 
cessary, while constant danger was to be 
apprehended, and pressure was exercised 
on the Canadians from collisions with Ame- 
rican fishermen. He then read an extract 
from a speech of Lord Carnarvon, who, 
he held, was pre-eminently among the 
members of the House of Lords, a warm 
friend of the connection between England 
and the Colonies. The speech was to the 
effect that the Treaty was a bad bargain for 
England, as she had conceded more than 
she would have done to any other country 
than the United States. Looking at the 
question, however, from a Canadian point 
of view, he (Lord Carnarvon) stated that, 
‘‘ though Canada might consider she had 
not received all the justice to which she 
was entitled, yetshe must remember that 
the question was essentially an Imperial 
one, and Canada, as an integral portion of 
the Empire, would be ready as such to do 
her duty, and even to make a sacrifice if 
necessary ; adding that, while the Treaty 
might press hardly the Maritime Pro- 
vinces, he had confidence in Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick that they would ac- 
cept the sacrifice cheerfully, for while na« 
tional feeling had ebbed very much in 
England, he believed it to be very high in 
Canada; and he trusted that Canada, with 
a wise exercise ot her liberty, would not 
withhold her consent, as the measures 
were not to be judged by their immediate 
effect, but would be found to result in 
great advantages at some future day. He 
had no apprehensions as to the future if 
questions were considered by a united 
Empire, and in spirit of moderation, good 
sense and kindly feeling on all sides, and 
his only fear for the result was in the pos- 
sibility of Canada and England meeting 
the difficulties singly and apart from eack 
Other.?’ He was sorry to hear the remarks 


Hon. Sir F. Hincks. 


part, how awkward would have been our 
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| other night, although he was gratified at 
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of the hon. member for Sherbrooke the 


the conclusion he arrived at—to support 
the Treaty. But he owned he could not 
understand how he had arrived at that 
conclusion, and he referred to it because 
he did not desire that the speech of that 
hon. gentleman should be considered in 
any way as representing the views of the 
Government. (He Sir Alexander Galt) 
had-concluded that, as we were a source 
of weakness, we ought to make a sacrifice. | 
He (Sir Francis) contended that we had 
not been called upon to make a sacrifice. 
He denied that public opmion in Englard 
was in favour of separation ‘The wisest 
and best statesmen in England and the 
masses of people were in favour of colo- 
nial connection. (Hear, hear.) . 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZ{E—'That is not 
what the Secretary of State for the Pro- 
vinces says. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—He [Mr, 
Howe] had referred to the authorities 
that had induced him tostate what he did ; 
and even if it were true that he held these 
opinions—and he differed from him [Sir 
Francis] on that point—the hon. gentle- 
men opposite were quite welcome to the 
fact that they did so differ. He firmly 
believed that the feeling in favour 0 
severing the connection did not exist in 
England to any extent. He would make 
one or two further remarks with reference © 
to the Fenianclaims. He contended that 
we had a right to expect reparation from 
England, after she had failed to procure it 
for us from the United States, although 
his hon. friend, the Minister of Justice 
had differed from him. He had contended 
thet the correspondence leading to tht 
formation of the Commission fairly in 
cluded the Fenian claims as one of thé 
subjects to be dealt with. The Ministe 
of Justice had, however, thought thai 
there was some doubt, and that there wa 
something to be said on the America 
side of the question, and, in consequen¢ 
of that, England had assumed the respo! 
sibility of them, although in a ver 
guarded manner. They bad never sal 
that they were prepared to pay all thos 
claims. He telt certain that nothin; 
would have been more prejudicial to us 
than to have entered into a negotiatia 
with England to get asum of money 
compensation for those Fenian claims. 
We would have been bound, of course, 1 
use every exertion to get the largest pos 
sible amount; and he had no doubt that 
he could have made out a large bill. = 

was certain that no statement wahied 
could have been made out would he 
been assented to by England. We shou 
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_ then have got into a controversy, and 
should have been obliged to come down to 
_ the House, having made a large claim 
which could not be recognized. He, 
_ therefore, thought that in endeavoring to 
- get compensation in another way more 
_ advantageous to Canada, a very wise and 
judicious course had been adopted. 
Hon. Mr. J. H. CAMERON desired to 
_ say a few words in reference to the 
_ remarks of the Secretary of State for the 
_ Provinces, with regard to his hon. friend 
- the member for West Durham, the other 
night. He wished to doso because he did 
- not concur in those remarks. He did not 
_ think it judicious on the part of any mem- 
_ ber of the House, and especially of one 
holding the office of a Minister of the 
_ Crown, to endeavour to draw illustrations 
_ from the profession or occupation of any 
_ gentleman who happened to hold a seat 
on the floor of that House; and as a mem- 
ber of the same profession as his hon. 
+ friend from West Durham, he thought the 
remarks should not have been made. 
_ While he (Mr. Cameron) was an humble 
' supporter of the Government, he did not 
_ desire to be a supporter of statements of 
- that character, and he thought it due to 
gythe hon. gentleman to give his own expres 
_ sion of opinion in reference to a matter of 
_ that kind, With regard tothe Treaty itself, 
f before prey ne into discussion on its 
various points, he might be allowed to say 
+ a few words about one upon whom the 
+ eyes of all Canada were fixed, in whom all 
} Canada had the greatest possible interest, 
and in whom, he ventured to say, the 
greatest part of Canada had the most im- 
plicit faith and reliance. He referred to 
the gentleman who was entrusted, not 
nly as a negociator but as the represen- 
tative of the Empire, and of Canada, as a 
‘part of it; he whom every one had been 
} accustomed to see, and whom he (Mr. 
| Cameron) had been permitted to follow, as 
| his leader, for so many years. Probably 
there was no member of the House more 


on 


“fe The to speak of that gentleman than 


Treaty 


he. They had been friends for more than 
half the term allotted to man; they had 
been at school together, and had been in 
the Government of Canada in the freshness 
of their youth, more than a quarter of a 
century ago; and from that year to this, 
although their position had been very 
different, he had been always his political 
- follower, and had endeavoured always to 
be his faithful friend, and he believed 
_ there were very few among those who had 
been his friends, followers and supporters 
during that long period of years who were 
7 his friends and supporters now. There 

e 
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could hardly be a higher compliment paid 
34 
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to any man than that he could have held 
the position he had held during the many 
years past; and he felt compelled to say it 
because vituperations had been poured 
upon him, because heartless attacks had 
been made upon his character and honour, 
because they ought to remind themselves 
of his services and of his worth to the 
countiy. They all knew, every one ofthem, 
and he (Mr. Cameron) recollected well, 
the time when he first came so prominently 
to the front. They all might have looked 
through their own party, in and out of po- 
litics, and could not have found a single 
man his superior, and in the Opposition 
party they could not tind a man his supe- 
rior nor his equal. During all those years 
he had carried out those measures which 
he considered were for the good of the 
country. In many he (Mr. Cameron) did 
not concur, but in many had agreed; and 
of all men competent to deal with the 
affairs of this country, he had always con- 
sidered that there was no one so compe- 
tent as he, Sir John Macdonald. He (Mr. 
Cameron) had seen his skill and ability at 
all times and under all circumstances, and 
there was noone among them who had 
not had an opportunity over and over 
again of judging of it. He would ask 
them to recollect how, when circumstances 
had withdrawn him, when debates and 
discussions were going on, they had felt 
that the chords were jangled and out of 
tune, and when he returned again, how 
his master hand evoked a harmony that 
no other hand was able to produce. They 
had all known it. They had seen him in 
this position there using his talents and 
great ability for the benefit of country. 
Had he turned those talents and that 
ability to his profession, he would have 
won both wealth and fame. He had been 
engaged in measures for commercial and 
railway enterprise, for trading companies, 
and for great landed and other corpora— 
tions ; and while he had’ been charged as 
the means of corrupting others, no man 
had ever said that he (Sir John) had core 
rupted himself; no whisper, no insinua- 
tion, no hint of personal gain ever went 
forth against him. Whilst other political 
men were making their fortunes, no one 
ever felt Otherwise than that that man 
was poor, because he never allowed his 
political or parliamentary influence to be 
used in order that he might in the slight- 
est degree make capital of his position. 
Did not they all feel that one reason why 
his learned friends opposite had raged so 
furiously against him, had been because of 
what his hon. friend from Lambton had 
said the other night, that his (Sir John’s) 
path was marked by the graves of dead 
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partly Imperial and partly Canadian. No 
one who examined into International law, 
or who endeavoured to ascertain the prina 
ciples upon which all diplomacy rested, 
could hesitate to acknowledge that in the 
negotiation of treaties there could be no. 
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politicians. He (the member for Lambton) 
had boasted of the purity of Reform 
principles, and of the strength and power 
of Reformers ; and yet he had seen their 
foremost men, one by one— even the great 


Anak himself—become the willing captives 
of his bow and spear, and march to their 
political death under the eye of their con- 
queror; while he contended that what 
they termed “political death” was really 
political regeneration. That was their 
postion ; and their position with regard 
to his hon. friend had been not merely 
with reference to that, but it had been in 
reference to all that he had been to all of 
them. He had always been generous and 
easy of access, ever mingling courtesy with 
kindness. No man ever had more devoted 
friends and foliowers. He had grappled 
them to his he wt with hooks of steel and 
had left them there. Over and over 
again he had carried them forward with 
him to victory, and he believed that now 
as ever his latest and crowning victory 
would be the response which the Parlia~ 
ment of Canada would make to the appeal 
that they should ratify the Treaty. His 
party were indignant that the charge of 
treason, and the name of ‘ Judas’’ should 
be used against him. Notwithst:nding 
the taunts and the violence of the Oppo- 
sition—notwithstanding the accusations 
they made—they would find that, in the 
opinions not only of a large majority of 
the members of the House, but of an 
equally large majority of the people of 
the country, there was no man under 
whose banner they would more gladly 
advance, either to victory or defeat, than 
that of the hon. member who lead them. 
He felt that these observations were due 
io his friends, that none of his colleagues 
would like to speak of him in reference 
to these matters as he (Mr, Cameron) had 
done. | 


AFTER REUKSS. 


Hon. Mr. HILLYARD CAMERON re- 
sumed his speech, saying that the points 
connected with the Treaty which did not 
refer in any way whitever to the clauses 
reserved for the consideration of this Par- 
liament, were the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence and the Fenian invasion He 
did not propose to ignore either one or 
other of these points; but, as far as the 
House was called upon to vote or act, the 
measure was simply in relerence to those 
articles of the Treaty which could not go 
into operation until ratified by the Cana- 
dian Legislature. Now, wt the root.of the 
matter lay the question as to the power 
given to the gentleman on the Commnuis- 


sion—Wwhether it was solely Imperial, or | 
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imperto 
no branching out from the Imperial Gov- 
ernment of the Colonial relation; that 
there’could be no statement of the Colo 
nial relation without the consent of the 
other contracting party; because, if there 
were, there would be two contracting pars 
ties, as regarded one portion of the treaty, 
and only one contracting party as regard- 
ed the other portion. He thought the 
argument was perfectly clear that the 
Commissioners could only act upon the 
instructions of the Imperial Government, 


plenary character. It was also clear that, 


in imperium; that there could be 


even if their powers were of the most 


no matter what might have once been the 
doubt upon the subject, a treaty was not 
binding upon the countries negotiating it 
until it was ratified. There never was 4 
case before like this. The whole of: his, 
tory might be searched, and no case could 
be found in which there was a Colonial 
representative on an Imperial commission, 
that representative being a Minister of 
the Crown in a Colony where rights were 
cluimed irrespective of the Imperial 
power. From the earliest history of 
diplomacy the only instance at all ap- 
proaching it, that was in any respect 
similar, was the Ashburton- Treaty, in 
1842, when the States of Maine and Mass 
sachusetts claimed that the absolute pro- 
prietory rights of one, and parts of the 
sovereign rights of the other, could no} 
be alienated without their consent. But 
the Secretary of State had not sent inde 
pendent Commissioners to negotiate + 
Treaty, nor did they claim to do so, Al 
they claimed was that by the fundaments 
law of the United States no portion 0 
the territory of any State in the Unio 
could be taken away without the consen 
of that State; and, that whatever Grea 
Britain and the United States migh 
agree to, could not be finally consum 
mated without their consent. /‘he ru 
was perfectly clear that Commissioners ap 
pointed to negotiate a Treaty were exactl 
on the footing of plenipotentiaries. The 
w.re bound to act on instructions, and 
they disregarded them they were liable t 
have their acts repudiated and themsetvé 
disgraced. Upon this point he read fro 
Lamartine to the effect that a splenipoter 
tiary was only an agent of the Govern 
ment he represented; tuat he cot 
neither direct, nor act, nor agree u 
anything without the authority of 
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_ Government ; and that if he did his Govs 
ernment was at liberty to repudiate his 
acts, even although he had full power. 
the same writer, one of the best upon 
diplomacy, whose every word was entitled 
_to consideration, and whose reputation was 
not only European but world-wide, 
referred also to the position of diplomatic 
agents. He (Mr. Cameron) read from the 


original French (amid applause from the 


‘Quebec members,) to the effect that no 
agent appointed by a Government had a 
“right to refuse to act after he had accept- 
ed his commission, unless the Government 
/refused to give him instructions in a case 
‘in which he did not see his way clearly, or 
unless the Government gave him instruc- 
\ions to act contrary to his honour and 
‘patriotism. [t had been said that the 
First Minister might have withdrawn from 
ihe Commission ; but under the authority 
‘he had quoted the only ground he could 
have taken as an agent of the Imperial 
\Government, was to have attached his sigs 
“nature to the Treaty, if he had done so as 
instructed. Then if his instructions re- 
quired him to act contrary to the feelings 


" 
\ 


et his country, he was bound to resign his 
position as a Minister. Unless, therefore, 
\ his hon. friend the member for West Dur- 
am could show that the First Minister 
had sacrificed his honour and -patriotism, 
he could not be regarded as having the 
power to withdraw from the Commission. 
Hear, hear.) This was the first case 
vhere a Minister of the Crown in a colony 
-had been asked or required to deal with 
Imperial interests. It was true that at the 
ime of the revolutionary war Henry 
Uswald, a gentleman engaged in the Canas 
lan trade, had been appointed a plenipo« 
entiary to negotiate terms of peace; but 
fr. Oswald was not a colonist in the ordi. 
lary sense of the term; nor was hea mem- 
er of the Colonial Government. There 
bing no case exactly like this, the gene- 
principles of international law, which 
ded diplomacy, must apply. If anys 
hing more wee required, it would be 
Ound in the action of the House itself. 
o both sides of the House last session it 
lad been stated that the Commissioner 
should not be fetterea by instructions, 
od that he should be left entirely free 
nd untrammelled in his actions, The 
Louse had taken this course for the best 
at reasons; because it could give no in-~ 
ruction which could interfere with the 
truction of the Imperial Government, 
because the power likely to be exer- 
ed over him by the Imperial Govern. 
lent was a power within the province cf 
is House to check, by requiring that the 
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bperial Act or S'reaty should be subs 
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mitted for the approval of the House. 
That had been done, and these articles of 
the Treaty could not be legally carried 
into effect until they were pronounced 
upon by the Parliament of Canada. Now 
what were the acts the House was called 
upon to consider? What were the acts 
the acceptance of which, it is said, would 
be sacrificing the interests of this coun- 
try? They were acts connected with the 
fisheries. What was the history of those 
fisheries? If they looked into it they 
found that the United States had rights 
in them from 1783 to 1818. Those rights 
were abrogated by the war of 1812, but 
revived under the Treaty of 1818. and 
continued till 1854, when increased facili- 
ties were given to American fishermen 
under the Reciprocity Treaty. That 
Treaty expired in 1866, but since then the 
right of Americans to resort to our waters 
had been recognized by the licensing sys~ 
tem, and by the permission that was ac- 
corded to them of purchasing fish and 
transferring from one set of vessels to an- 
other for transport to American ports. 
Since the Americans had resorted there 
our fishery trade had increased over and 
over again. (Hear, hear.) Whe facts de- 
clared distinctly, clearly, emphatically, 
and without the possibility of denial, that 
since then the increase in the trade on 
the part of our colonies, had been greater 
than ever before. (Hear, hear.) There 
was, therefore, nothing, as far as the fish- 
eries were concerned, which showed that 
we had lost; there was nothing that 
showed against us and favorable to the 
United States. If it was favourable to 
them, why should the United States fish- 
ermen require a bounty? (Hear, hear.) 
But they have not got it, and they are not 
likely to get it; and until the bounty is 
granted the argument can have no effect ; 
but in the meintime we had the fishermen 
of the United States, who, he supposed, 
knew their own interests quite as well as 
either the member for West Durham or 
Lambton could do, saying that their rights 
were interfered with, and that they were 
suffering the degradation and humiliation 
which we were told are cast on Canida; and 
that they were crying out for a bounty, 
while our fishermen were perfectly satisfied. 
One fact is said to be worth a thousand 
arguments, and these were facts. He could 
not speak of the feeling of the Maritime 
Provinces except from the tone of their 
press, and their expressed opinions on the 
subject ; but he believed the general feel - 
ing down there was in accordance with 
the views expressed by the Governments 
of Prince Edward Island and Newfound - 
land; and that the views expressed in the 
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English House of Lords were entirely 
mistaken; and that in reality the Mari- 
time Provinces were in favour of the 
Treaty. This reciprocity in fish and trade 
had existed before, it existed from 1786 
to 1818; but now, because we had not so 
wide a range of commodities free, we had 
in addition a money grant. It was said 
that as far as length of time was con- 
cerned, the United States had not had 
reciprocity in fishing for a longer time than 
they had been deprived of it, and there 
was nothing to show that the losses which 
it was thought the Maritime Provinces 
would sustain had not been sustained, We 
were told by the member for West Dur- 
ham in his speech, which was as exhaust. 
ive from his point of view as was the 
speech of the Minister of Justice from our 
point of view —that the fact of a bounty 
being allowed by the United States to 
their tishermen was something that should 

“ have been provided against 1n the Treaty ; 
while in the same breath he said that the 
Treaty was favourable to them, and thata 
money grant was dishonourable, Let 
them examine that for a moment. Was 
it dishonourable to exchange one article or 
commodity for another. They had a 
Treaty from 1854 to 1866, and no one 
thought it dishonourable to have the pro-~ 
ducts of our country troduced into the 
United States duty free. Supposing that 
at that time there had been a balance of 
commodities to come from them to us, 
would any one have thought it dishonor 
-able it we had provided for that balance 
by a money arrangement? And now we 
say that, as the rights we gave to them are 
greater than the rights they gave to us, we 
are entitled to a money compensation. 
There was nothing dishonourable to us, 
nothing derogatory to us, or that the United 
States themselves had not done. There 
were gentlemen who seemed most anx~ 
ious to carry the honour of England about 
with them, and who thought that loyalty 
must exist in their hearts because it was 
always on their lips, and who were cons 
stantly offering themselves as most pure ; 
while those around them did not al- 
ways think that the purity existed—and 
those gentlemen stated that the money 
compensation was dishonourable, while 
such actions were of so late a date as to 
be within the memory of men in the 
House. The Treaty of 1842, by Lord 
Ashburton, was one of the strongest in~ 
stances on record of the cession of terri- 
torial rights for money, and alro for the 
cession of other rights similar to the 
Fenian claims for money; also by the 

Treaty of Ghent it was determined that 
the north-eastern boundary of the United 
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States should be settled by commissioners, 
and if the commissioners should not agree, 
it was to be referred to a friendly power — 
to decide. Surveys were made, and gen. — 
tlemen from New Brunswick and Nova — 
Scotia were, no doubt, much more fami- © 
liar with the facts than he was, as long — 
years elapsed while those surveys were — 
being carried on. Then when the boundary © 
could not be agreed upon, the question was _ 
referred to the King of the Netherlands, — 
who, supposing that all he had to do was — 
to do what was right, did not give the — 
Americans their line, and did not give the — 
English their line, but ran a line between ~ 
the two. Englaid was quite willing to — 
take that line, but the United States held — 
that the King of the Netherlands had — 
only to decide which of the two lines was — 
correct, and had no power to decide on a 
third line, and they repudiated the award ; — 
but the treaty still stood, and a new con- 
vention was made, and under the new ar-_ 
rangement Lord Ashburton was appointed - 
to act with a commission of the United 
States. Maine, however, had not agreed, 
and General Jackson said: ‘‘agree to the 
treaty and we will give you $1,250,000.” 
Maine, however, would not agree; a new 
treaty was made, and Maine then thought 
she ought to have a commissioner, and 
there was a doubt whether the United 
States could take her territory without 
her consent; and subsequently she did con- 
sent. England then got more than she 
did by the award of the King of the Ner 
therlands, though she did not get so much 
as we thought she should have done; and 
for the territorial rights which Maine up< 
held she got $150,000, and Massachusets 
got more. Gentlemen from New Bruns- 
wick would recollect the facts, because 
two or three companies of regulars were 
sent to Temiscouata, and how there was 
a disturbance because Maine sent out men 
called ‘‘labourers,’’ but who were armed 
with muskets and supplied with a cannon, 
He remembered these things distinctly, 
because at the very time he was making 4 
pilgrimage from the frontier of N a) 
Brunswick to the city of Quebee, ani he 
remembered well how the men from Maine 
were drawn out, and how the State o} 
Maine made aclaim for $200,000, which 
they thought Great Britain ought to pay, 
and if Great Britain had not sent out her 
troops,. Maine would not have called men 
out. Maine would have liked Great Bri- 
tain or New Brunswick to pay it, but Ney 
Brunswick, as was the case at presen! 
would have wanted better terms. TI. 
result was one of the most curious thing 
of modern times. The treaty betwee 
Great Britain and the United States pre 
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vided in one of its articles that the United 
States should pay to the States of Maine 
and Massachusetts $500,000 for the dam- 
age which they suftered by calling out the 
troops and they did not agree to pay that 
_by agreement with their own country but 
they made a treaty with a foreign power 
to pay it; and when the treaty was rati- 
fied, Lord Ashburton wrote to the Secre - 
tary ot States of the United States, and 
said—‘‘If you do not pay the money 
Great Britain must go to war with you to 
‘compel you to pay your own country ; and 
the United States Secretary of State 
wrote to Lord Ashburton declaring that 
the United States took the matter on 
themselves. That was only thirty years 
ago; and the honour of the United States 
did not then seem to be very much affect- 
ed by the fact that they had to pay for 
obtaining some territory; that they had 
_topay for losses caused by calling out 
their men ; but they pid the money and 
the records of the Treasurer of the State 
of Maine and the State of Massachusetts 
show the one received $350,000, and the 
other $150 000. There were many in- 
stances i in which the United States bought 
3 territory. They bought Florida, and in- 
deed almost all their territory, was ac- 
quired in that way; and, although 
_ they claimed to be tre Be and best 


age 


found it degrading or dishononrable to 
ay money for territorial rights. Eng- 
Gi own transactions were nearly of the 
me character. In 1850 she bought part 
of the west coast of Africa from Denmark, 
ad this month she was to take possession 
of more property on the same coast on 
the same terms. Were all these transact- 
ions sodishonourable? If we had asked the 
tail of a fish in payment no one would 
have objected, and because we asked for 
what represented the fish, why should it 
be objected to? The present Treaty was 
an absolute acknowledgment which could 
not be abrogated, that the United States 
solemnly acknowledged that we had the 
‘Tight ot exclusion within three miles of 
Our shore, which they cannot by any pos- 
‘sibility interfere with. Was it for our ad- 
Vantage or not that the matter should be 
dealt with in this way? Was it for our 
advantage or not that the bonding sy-tem 
should continue? Was it for our advan- 
7 e or not that the coasting trade +rhould 
| be allowed, and that those things, the be~ 
| t of which no man could for a single 
loment deny, should be ensured? Then 
United States could not claim the 
right to fish for ever. Our Government 
made & prcvision, which, alone and inde« 
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pendent of anything else, ought to induce 
any man who had a doubt about it to vote 
for the 'l'reaty. These rights which it was 
said were given up contrary to the na- 

tional honour, and which were degrading 
and humiliatiag, were given up for how 
long? For ten years; and two years 
years afterwards. The Government had 
showed their wisdom in getting the Im. 
perial Government to declare before 
hand the exact terms on which the Treaty 
should end. ‘l'welve years were nothing 
in the life of aman. What were they in 
the lite of anation? Twelve years ago 
some of the members of the House were 
boys ; they were now in the strength of 
manhood ; and twelve years hence they 
would still have the greenness and vigor 
of manhood about them, and they would 
see the Treaty abrogated ‘if it turned out 
to be against our interests, and they would 
see that it was not abrogated if it turned 
out to be in accordance with our interests ; 
and in the meantime there were many 
benefits He did not care about the Gov- 
ernment despatch of the 28th July, or 
20th January, or anything of that sort; 

but he hid met the first Minister imme_ 
diately after his return from Washington, 

and told him that he believed the Treaty 
to be a good one, and in the interests of 
the Empire ; and he was ready to stand by 
it, (cheers,) and he had never changed his 
mind, but was still ready to stand by it, 
and he did not hesitate to declare that in 
the position which England occupied the 
Treaty was a good one and a wise one. 
That Treaty wes only for a time, and not 
for permanency ; and, being so, it was one 
which members could vote for, and for 
which the people of the country would not 
visit them with their displeasure. There 
was a very great deal to be said with 
regard to the free navigation of the St. 
Lawrence, and the question of Fenian 
claims, He did not’ intend, when ke 
began, to keep the House so long, and he 
did not desire in any way whatever to 
weary the House, (cries of ‘ go on,’’) but 
he desired to say one or two words ress 
pecting the trumpery wey in which the 
members for West Durham and Bothwell 
spoke about the navigation of the three 
rivers in Alaska ; the Yukor, the Porcux 
pine, and the Stikive. He . maintained 
that except for the terms of the Treaty 
we would not have the right to navigate 
those rivers. The cession of Alaska to 
the United States destroyed all rights that 
England had in that territory before the 
cession, and he undertook to prove it be- 
fore he sat down by an exactly similar 
case. He declared that, as far as his 
judgment went, and his reading of inter- 
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national law, that was the inevitable posi- 
tion; and if he could set before the 
- House laws of an exactly similar charac- 
ter, between which and the case in ques- 
tion no distinction could be drawn, he 
would ask the House to pronounce that 
the proposition he had mentioned was 
true. The first case he would take was 
the free navigation of the Mississippi. By 
the Treaty of 1783, England was entitled 
to the free navigation of that river, and 
she enjoyed that right when she made a 
treaty with France and Spain at the time 
of the declaration of American independ- 
ence. When one of her vessels in the 
port of New Orleans desired to attach 
itself to the shore, and the Spanish com. 
mandant desired that it should not, a 
British corvette moved up opposite the 
commandant’s house, and declared that if 
the vessel was not allowed to attach her- 
self to the shore, she would blow the 
house to pieces; and so the right was vin- 
dicated. From the hour when the United 
States bought Lousiana, in 1803, the right 
of Great Britain to navigate that river 
ceased. It was contended that the war of 
1812 had put an end to it; but that was 
not the case. From the hour that the 
United States obtained the cession of 
Louisiana in 1803, she declared that the 
navigation of the Mississippi ceased, so 
far as England was concerned. Again, 
‘Texas was an independent country; it had 
its own treaties, and when Texas became 
incorporated into the United States, the 
countries with which the Treaties had 
been made gave notice that they would 
claim their fulfilment; but the United 
States declined the right, and it was not 
insisted upon. He would give one more 
case in our own recollection. In 1863 the 
lonian Islands were anrexed to Greece. 
England had treaties of the freedom of 
ports for commerce ; and for fear that, on 
the cession of the Islands, she would not 
be allowed these privileges, she made new 
treaties with Greece for the continuation 
of the same treaties of freedom of ports 
and commerce. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—The Islands 
were under the protectorate of Great Bri- 
tain. 

Hon. Mr. CAMERON—Whether the 
Islands were under the protectorate of 
Great Britain or not, their right to deal 
with their own cession, with the consent 
of Kngland, was a clearly existing one ; 
just as was the right of the United States 
to claim from England that independence 
should be acknowledged. He referred to 
Vattel’s Law of Nations, Wheaton, Phili- 
more, and others, in support of the state- 
ments he had made, and if the cases 
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whieh he had called were satisfactory to 
the minds of those who had heard him, ~ 
then he had made out the case that, 
whether the Commissioners of England — 
knew of the treaties between Russia of 
1825, and the renewal of 1859—by which — 
British vessels had the right to navigate — 
the rivers in Alaska—or not, those rights — 
were given up when Alaska was annexed | 
to the United States; and but for the © 
Treaty of Washington, we should not 
have the free navigation. With regard to the 
St, Lawrence, we were told that Lake Mix — 
chigan was a tributary of it. Was not the 
Ottawa a tributary of the St. Lawrence, — 
and if we had the right to navigate Lake 
Michigan, on that ground, would not the 
Americans have the right to navigate the — 
Ottawa? lake Michigan was an inland ~ 
sea surrounded by the territory of the — 
United States, and we had no more right — 
to navigate it than they had to navigate 
the Ottawa, which was unquestionably a— 
tributary of the St Lawrence. This lake | 
would not even have been an open water — 
to the citizens of the United States gener<— 
ally had not a provision been made exx_ 
pressly. In the constitution of the United 
States they can open all the lakes and 
rivers of the nation for the navigation or 
its citizens. As the Romans of old had 
claimed the sole navigation of the Medi- 
terranean, so in the same way could the 
United States have shut out. all vessels 
from Lake Michigan. ‘The only thing that 
he thought would have been better in the 
Treaty would have been that, in return 
for the navigation of the St. Lawrence for 
ever, we should have had a simular right to 
the navigation of Lake Michigan. But 
what harm had ever been done by our 
giving free navigation of the St. Lawrence ¢ 
Had we ever prevented the ships of any 
country from coming to Quebec and Mon: 
treal in times of peace? We were glad to 
see those ships in our waters, and it was 
greatly to the interest of the Dominion 
that it should be so. ‘The Americans 
claimed that they had the right indepen 
dently of the Treaty, and that which they 
had claimed as a right we allow them as @ 
liberty. With reference to the Fenian 
claims, he had already mentioned a curiow 
case that had arisen with reference to the 
territory of Maine and the United States; 
but he had another case of a Very 
similar kind which happened sO 
between England and the United States 
and in which England did not go to wal 
with the United States, and did not con 
sider that in any particular manner hé@! 
honour was sullied. When the War of Ia 
dependence terminated, and the pre! 
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land claimed that the United States peos 
e , 
_ ple should make reparation to those of 
_ her people who, following the good old 
flag, had determined to leave the United 
_ States, and whose property had been con- 
_ fiscated. The United States agreed to re~ 
commend to the several States of the 
Union that they should restore the pro- 
_ perty of the Englishmen who had fought 
_ against them, and had remained true to 
their own Government, and that they 
_ would do what they could io obtain from 
_ the different States a recognition of that 
principle. Many in england believed they 


fon 


_ would carry out those views, but no State 


- 


og the Unicon responded with the excep- 
tion of Pennsylvania. The British Go. 
vernment were told of this, and England 
saw that the United States could not ap 
parently enforce their wishes, and she als 
lowed the matter to go. The case was 
nearly the same with us with regard to the 
Fenian claims. Our claims had not been 
pressed by Great Britain, and one of the 
reasons no doubt, was that unadvisedly, 
and without due consideration, the Go- 
nment of Kngland had telegraphed to 
€ President of the United States that 
Ss prompt action in repressing the Fenian 
ids was entitled to their warmest thanks, 
was, no doubt, felt that that would be 
st in her face if she sought a reconsiders 
ion those claims. She would rather pay 
ose claims herself than allow them 
gain to come before the United States; 
ut according to the principles of inter- 
ational iaw she could present them at 
ny future time. We were asked. by the 
on. member for West Durham why Eng. 
nd should give up those claims; why 
Ould she not be prepared to take a 
das she did when she sent her army 
Abyssinia, and when she demanded re- 
‘tribution for the outrages committed by 
brigands in Greece? Have we forgotten 
hat England did for us in the troubles 
1837? Have we forgot the case of the 
iroline, and what Engiand was ready to 
yfor us then? Engiand stood by us then, 
id would she do less for us now? We 
uld not do otherwise as long as we re 
ained a portion of the Empire. We had 
ties and obligations to perform, amd 
crifices to make, which we could not 
rerlook until we took up »n ourselves the 
sponsibilities of nationality. He hoped 
that time would not come during 
ife time. It might come during the 
of his sons, but he hoped not even 
on. (oud cheers). Viewing the great 
onal changes ix Hurope of late years, 
re was England to look for an ally but to 
i great nation of the west, of the same 
eech and blood? Ax zgreal American 


[May 13, 1872] 


Bill. 518 


statesman had said that the sun followed 
ngland’s drum beat around the world. 
Let it rather be said as a national boast, that 
England’s power went round the world in 
the interest of peace, rather than of war. 
Let it be said in the interest of civilization 
enlightenment and religion, that Canada, 
either did not stand in the way of peace 
progress, and civilization, but that Eng. 
land having granted us our Dominion and 
brought us, men of different races, 
languages, and religion together — but 
though difterent, all prepared to acknow- 
ledge the supremacy of this great land 
from which christianity, enlightenment 
and civilization had gone out tothe ends 
of the world—Canada puts neither block 
nor impediment in the path of those ar- 
rangements tending to péace, but offers 
to her people to-day that treaty of peace 
and good will toward men, one that it will 
be our proudest recollection and to re- 
member that we assisted to ratify, (Loud 
cheers. ) 

Mr. McCONNEL argued against the ac- 
ceptance of the Treaty, as he thought it 
was objectionable to a large majority of 
the people of New Brunswick, and he did 
not think the state legislatures of America 
would consent to it. He denounced the 
Government for having accepted the gua- 
rantee of two and a half millions. The 
papers brought down did not in his 
Opinion show that sufficient exertion had 
been made to obtain access to the Ameri- 
can coasting trade. He could not bring 
himself: to consider the Treaty as any- 
thing short of national humiliation. 

Mr. POWER (Halifax) said that he was 
not accustomed to occupy the time of the 
House, and did so now with reluctance ; 
but as he considered the subject under 
consideration to be of great importance 
and one in reference to which a good deal 
of misapprehension seemed to exist, and as 
it was a subject upon which he could per-~ 
haps throw some light, he felt that he 
ought not to be content with a silent vote. 
No one regretted more than he did that 
this Treaty was not more general in its 
provisions. He wished as urgently as any 
one that it was more like the recent Re~ 
ciprociiy Treaty, which proved so advan- 
tageous to the United States as well as to 
these provinces ; but as this could not be 
obtained, and he believed was not obtain-~ 
able, he was in favour of accepting the 
Treaty even as it was, and the following 
were some of his reasons; they were not 
merely theoretical, but the result of years 
of practical-experience and careful obser- 
vation. (Hear, hear,) In the spring of 
each year some 40 or 50 vessels resorted to 
the Maydalene Islands for herring, and he 
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had known the number to be greater. 
These vessels carried an average of 900 
barrels each, so that the quantity taken 
was generally in the neighbourhood of 
50,000 barrels. During the existence of 
the Reciprocity Treaty no United States 
vessels went after these fish. All the 
vessels engaged in that fishery belonged to 
some one of the provinces now forming 
this Dominion. Since the abrogation of 
the Treaty and the Imposition of the duty 
of a dollar per barrel by the United States, 
the case had become entirely changed. 
Vessels still went there, but they were 
nearly all American. Now, under this 
‘Treaty we would get that important branch 
of trade back again. The lower provinces, 
Nova Scotia in particular, had a large her- 
ring trade with Newfoundland, Vessels 
went there with salt and other supplies, 
and brought back cargoes of herring in 
bulk. Employment was thus given to the 
cooper and labourer in preparing these 
fish for export, and as the business was 
prosecuted mostly in the winter months 
when other employment was difficult to 
obtain, it always proved a great boon to 
the industrious. We lost this trade also, 
when we lost the Reciprocity Treaty, but 
it would return to us under the treaty 
now ottered for our acceptance. A little 
more than two years ago, two vessels 
belonging to the Province of Quebec ar- 
rived in Halifax from Labrador. They had 
between them 3,400 barrels of herriags. Not 
finding sale for them in Halifax, they pro- 
ceeded to;New York, where they were sold. 
‘The duty on these two cargoes amounted 
to $3,400 in gold. Under a treaty of this 
kind, this $3,400 would go into the pockets 
of the owners and crews of the vessels, in- 
stead of into the United States Treasury, 
and cases of this kind occurred almost 
every day. ‘The same reason applied to 
the mackerel fishery, but with still greater 
force, the duty beiag two aollars per bars 
rel, ‘There was another feature connect- 
ed with this fishery, which ought to have 
a good deal of weight with this House in 
favour of the Treaty. American vessels 
following the cod and mackerel fisheries 
were manned in great part by natives of 
some parts’ of this Dominion. ‘the chief 
cause of this was that, as the hands fished 
ou shares, viz., one half of what they caught, 
those employed on board of United 
States vessels get theirs in free of duty, 
whilst the men employed in the vessels of 
the Dominion had to pay the duty on 
theirs. A hand catching twenty-live bar-~ 
rels of mackerel to his share on board a 
United States vessel would receive $50 
more than he would receive for the same 
quantity taken in one of our own vessels. 
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A consequence of this was that the best 
men went on board the American vessels, 
and our vessels had to put up with the 
less capable. 
state of things continue much longer, our 
people would be compelled to give up the 
hook and line fishing altogether, for it 
was impossible that they could continue 
to compete aginst the duty and their 
other disadvantazes. 
ing the existence of the Reciprocity 
‘Treaty, the number of vessels following 
the hook and line mackerel fishery had 
increased to about sixty in the county of 
Lanenburg alone. i 
of the Treaty the number had been grav 
dually fallmg off until last session no 
more 
that business ; and he believed that, should 
this Treaty not be ratified, there would 
not bea single vessel fitted out in that 
county for the mackerel fishery the apx 
proaching season. 
had been assured by vessel owners in 
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Indeed, should the present 


(Hear, hear.) Dur- 


Since the termination 


than half a dozen vessels engaged in © 


(Hear, hear.) He 
Havre au Bouche, an enterprising settle- 
ment at the eastern end of the county of 
Antigonish, and also by those on the west- 
ern side of the Strait of Canso, in the 
county of Guysboro, from both of which 
places the mackeral and herring fisheries 
had been extensively prosecuted, that the 
business will not more than pay expenses 
and that, unless something was done t0_ 
relieve these fish from the present duty, 
they would be obliged to abandon th 
busine-s altogether. ‘This need create m 
surprise when it is considered that at the 
present value of mackerel and herrings th 
duty is fully equal to fifty per cent Owing 
to the advantages offered by the Americal 
vessels over our Provincial vessels engaged 
in fishing, not only were our best men i 
duced to give their skill to the America 
in fishing, but in many cases they remail 
ed away, and their industry was lost to 
the Provinces. Tbey went on to th 
States in the vessel the last trip in orde 
to get settled up for the season’s work 
and generally remained their to man ti 
tishing and other vessels of the Republic. 
Why, avery large proportion of the i 
habitants of Gloucester and other fishin; 
towns of Gloucester and Maine were Né 
tives of some of the Provinces of thi 
Dominion. Now, with this Treaty, the 
inducements to give a preference 
American vessels would be removed, and 
our own vessels would be able to sesec! 
good hands who would remain at home. 
the temptation to emigrate as he had just 


explained being removed. He had heal 
it said that the consumer paid the duty 
Now whilst this might be the case with me 


articles, it was not so with the article 
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our fish. In our case in this business our 

fishermen fished side by side with their 
_ American rivals, both carrying the pros 

ceeds of their catch to the same 
market, where our men _ had _ to 

contend against the free fish of the 
American fishermen. Let him illustrate 

this. An American and a Provincial ves~ 
sel took 500 barrels of mackeral each, 

both vessels were confined to the same 

market where they sold at the same price. 

One had to pay a duty of $1,000, while 
_ the other had not todo so. Who then 

paid the $1,000? Most certainly not the 

purchaser or consumer, but the poor, 
_ hard-worked fisherman of this Dominion, 
for this $1,000 was deducted from his 

account of sales. Those who contended 

that in this case the consumer paid the 

duty ought to be able to show that, if the 
duty were taken off in the United States, 
_ the selling price there would be reduced 
_ by the amount of the duty. There was 
_ nothing in the nature or existing circum- 
_ stance of the trade, to cause any person 
who understands to believe that this 
_ would be the case, and therefore it would 
_be seen that at present our fishermen 
labored under disadvantages which made 
/ it almost impossible for thew to compete 
| with their rivals in the United States, and 
_ that the removal of the duty as proposed 
_ by this Treaty would be a great boon, and 
| enable them to doa good business where 
they now were but struggling or doing a 
_ losing trade. (Hear, hear.) There was 
_ another point connected with this matter 
_ that might perhaps have an important 
__ bearing on the fishing mterests hereafter. 
_ Should the Island of Cuba, to which we 
_ now exported a large portion of fish and 
_ lumber, our vessels bringing home sugar 
_ and molasses in return, become indepen- 
_ dent, under United States protectorate, 
_ as was intended had the rebellion in that 
_ island succeeded, or what wag more likely 
_ should it become a part of those States by 
_ purchase or otherwise, with the present 
American tariff to meet us, we would be 
completely cut off from the trade of that 
island. But with this Treaty in existence 
we would not only be secured from this 
_ contingency, but would have that market 
Oper to us on much better terms than at 
present. The House was told that our 
_ fishing grounds, &c., would be protected 
against all outside encroachment. ‘This 
was much more easily said than done. 
_ Great Britain wished us to accept the 
_ ‘Treaty, and should we refuse to do so she 
_ would not be likely to send one gun to 
_ assist in protecting our fisheries, if she 
_ would even send one to protect us under 
any circumstances. (Hear, hear.) New- 
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foundland would accept the Treaty. 
Prince Edward Island would also, in all 
probability, accept it. We would then be 
left to ourselves. Had hon. gentlemen 
considered what we should have to prox 
tect? ‘Take the map and see a great part 
of the shores of the Bay of Fundy, the 
250 miles ot coast from Cape Sable to 
Cape Canso; the entire circuit of the 
large island otf Cape Breton, and the 
shores of the Gult of St. Lawrence from 
Labrador down to the Strait of Canso. 
A pretty formidable task and one that 
would require something more than the six 
celebrated fast sailing vessels to accomplish. 
He had heard the fear expressed that, with 
this Treaty, the Americans would come 
down into our waters and take the tish 
away fromourpeople This was a ground- 
less fear. Why had not this occurred 
under the Reciprocity Treaty, under 
which the Americans enjoyed fully equal 
privileges to those they would have under 
the Treaty of Washington? Did we tind 
them interfering with our fishermen? 
He did not; and with the United States 
markets Open to us on the same terms as 
to its own fishermen, could any iatelligent 
man suppose that they could come down 
four or five hundred miles in vessels cost— 
ing more to build, equip and sail than our 
vessels, and compete with our people who 
took the fish almost at their own doors? 
In Mr. Knight’s report on the working of 
the Reciprocity Treaty, drawn up in the 
year of 1867, was found the following ex- 
tract of a letter from a gentleman in 
Guysboro’ :—‘‘ Tne fishermen in this local- 
ity have, since the Reciprocity Treaty, say 
for the past ten years, made more money 
than during any ten years previous, from 
the fact that they have had a free market 
in the United States, which is the only 
market where a large proportion of our 
fish will sell to advantage; and, although 
fish has not been abundant, the extra 
price has more than compensated for the 
deficiency in the catch. If 4 heavy duty 
were put upon our mackerel and herrings 
in the United States, the fishery would 
not be remunerative, and,’’ he added, 
“the American cod and mackeral fisher- 
men have not interfered with us nor in- 
jured our fisheries during tne past ten 
years, and our fishermen caught more 
mackerel in 1864 than in any previous 
year.’’ It would be seen that we need 
have no fears that the Americans would 
do us any greater injury under this Treaty. 
He also fouad in Mr. Knight’s report the 
value of fish exported from the Province 
of Nova Scotia from 1855 to 1865, during 
the existence of the Reciprocity Treaty, 
had increased from $1,940,127 to $3,476,- 
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461, and was it not fair-to assume that a 

proportionate increase would take placs 

under the Washington Treaty? .He was 

told that the refusal of this Treaty would 

force the United States to allow our coal 

and lumber to go into their markets en~ 

tirely free of duty. He believed the 

contrary would be the result. T'his fishery 

question had been a great cause of ill- 

feeling on the part of the United States 

towards us, and this being settled satisfac- 

torily, concessions would be sure to be 

niade by them, from the feeling of inter- 

national courtesy and good will that was 

sure to arise from the prompt and cordial 

ratification of the Treaty. We would 

have a better guarantee for an early re- 

duction of those duties, and the adoption 

of a more lberal policy towards the 
United States by our neighbors in com« 
mercial matters generally, than we could 
possible have by assuming an attitude of 
hostility towards them, or in acting in 
such a way as to perpetuate that feeling 
ot dislike in which their hostile legisla. 
tion originated afew years ago. Those 
opposed to the Treaty seemed to set 
great value upon what we were asked by 
it to surrender. ‘Oh,’ said they ‘why 
should we give up our valuable fisheries, 
such important privileges, and for 80 
small a consideration.” Had those who 
talked in this way studied the case? He 
believed they had not, else they would 
form a different opinion. That our fish. 
cries were valuable he was well aware. 
Their value under favorable conditions 
could not be overestimated; but that 
value would be great or small just in pro- 
portion to the markets we possessed. By 
this Treaty we surrendered very little but 
gained in many ways; for, in addition to 
our own fishing grounds, which we still 
retained, we had the privilege, if we 
choose’ to avail ourselves of it, of going 
into United States waters to fish, and 
would gain afre maiket, which would 
have the effect of increasing the value of 
our own fisheries to a most important ex- 
tent. Newfoundland and Prince Edward 
island had given strong indications that 
they would ratify this ‘lreaty; and Ameri: 
cans having free access to the fishery 
svounds of the former, they would be 
quite independent of us in the herring 
and codtisheries Prince Edward Is. 
land’s ratifying 1t would give them access 
to the mackerel tishery of that Island ; 
end with the right which they now pos- 
sessed, under the Treaty ot 1818, to take 
all kinds of fish when and where they 
pleased at the Magdalen Islands—and the 
islands comprise, both for herring and 
mackerel, about the best fishing grounds 
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of the Dominion—the Americans need 

care very little for any privileges that we 

might have the power to withhold from 

them, which would amount to buta few — 
miles of an inshore mackerel fishery ; 

in return ior which the entire markets 

of the United States were thrown open 

to us free for all the fish and products 

of the fisheries of the whole Domi- © 
pion. But he might be answered, ‘lf 

we would have £0 little to protect, why 
urge the great difficulty and cost of pro- 
tecting it?’ The reply was that most 
of the harbors on the entire line of coast — 
that he had mentioned, were visited by — 
United States vessels for the purpose of 
obtaining bait, ice, &c., for the deep sea — 
and other fisheries, and if we wished to — 
have the protection effectual we would — 
prevent this. He might, however, say 
that he had always been opposed to Unit- — 
ed States vessels being prevented from — 
obtaining these supplies from our people. 
It looked too much like cutting off the 

nose to be revenged on the tace. The value — 
of articles supplied in this way was very — 
large, and the revenue, as well as the in- : 
habitants, was benefitted by it; whilst — 
the only injury that would be done to the — 
Americans by prohibiting the trade was — 
to oblige them to bring the supplies with — 
them from home, or drive them to Prince — 
Edward Island, where every facility was 
readily given them. He had understood 
that, until the Treaty was finally 
ratified it was the intention of the 
Government to prevent American vessels — 
from landing their catch in ports of the- 
Dominion. He much doubied the wisdom 
of this restriction. It might be all well 
enough if they were not permitted to do 
so in Prince Edward’s Island. That Is. 
land lay almost in the centre of the fish 
ing grounds, and there they were allowed 
to take all supplies they might require. 
and land their ship which was reshipped 
in American steamers that plied weekly 
between Charlottetown and Boston. Such 
action on the part of the Government 
would hardly form any restriction to the 
Americans while they had Prince Edward’s 
Island open to them, and would only de- 
prive our people of the Strait of Canso, — 
of the advantage of storage and harbor ats 
teudant on the landing of cargoes, and 
our vessels of the benefit of the freight-— 
ing of them to the United States. As ne 
had said it was quite evident that New- 
foundland and Prince Edward Island were 
favourable to the Treaty, and if we rejectee 
it, would not these Provinces congratulate 
themselves for not having come into the 
confederation and would not the rejection 
of the ‘treaty form an effectual barrie) 


Bill. 


525 


against their coming into it? (Hear, 
é. hear.) In recommending the acceptance 
e of this Treaty, he assured the House that 
he had no personal end to serve nor 
was it because it might be favours 
ed by the Government; and he 
might as well take this  oppor- 
tunity to state that he was not a 
_ supporter of the Government. He was 
influenced by more worthy motives. He 
was in favour of the Treaty because it 
would have the effect of establishing per-~ 
manent peaceable relations with a power- 
| ful neighbouring country. He was in 
| favor of it because it would largely benefit 
| what would become under it the most im- 
portant interest of the Dominion, without 
| at the same time injuring any other inte- 
| rest in the least degree. He was in favour 
| of it because it would render unnecessary 
the great expense, and it might be the 
still greater responsibility of protecting 
| that interest ; and because it would make 
for us friends and customers of forty mil- 
lions of people (Cheers.) 
2% Mr. MAGILL warmly opposed the 
bill, saying that however the Treaty might 
_ suit the merchants of Halifax. it was obe 
noxious to the great body of the people of 
_ this country. When it first appeared 
there was an universal burst of condemna.- 
__ tion, the whole press of the country teem- 
ing with it. He proceeded to attack the 
_ Treaty as a betrayal of Canadian rights, 
and said that if the House rejected it, 
_ everyman who wished to maintain the 
integrity of the Empire would applaud 
_ them as men worthy of their fathers. It 
had been said that the Canadian Commis- 
sioner could not have done anything less 
__ than sign the Treaty ; but he (Mr. Magill) 
_ did not wish to believe that the leader of 
_ the Government had lost so much characs 
_ ter as to become the slave of any man or 
_ Government, as to do whatever was res 
- quired of him. He maintained that the 
hon. gentleman was an independent mem- 
ber of the Commission, with full power to 
act as he saw best. and as the House could 
_ reject the ‘Treaty without incurring risk or 
_ danger, he insisted that their duty required 
them to reject it withous hesitation as an 
- Isultto their dignity as British subjects, 
_ and as opposed to the interests and wels« 
fare of the country. (Hear hear.) 
_ Mr. COFFIN said he could shed no 
ew light on the question. He regretted 
that we could not get greater advantages 
_ than we had. It was held that the fishery 
Tights should be extended in order to get 
_ Concession from the United States; but 
_ that was problematical. He considered 
ath at we should be saving quite $750,000 
by the proposed terms; although for the 
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sacrifice of territorial rights by Nova Scox 
tia, nothing was proposed except the gua- 
rantee for the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
which would not materially benefit Nova 
Scotia or New Brunswick With reference 
to the canals, the more the St. Lawrence 
and the canals could be used for bringing 
the produce from the west the better. 
Respecting the Fenian Raids, the Canadian 
Government had quite done its duty. If 
we did not get our rights the British Gov- 
ernment were responsible. It was well . 
known that most of these marauders had 
not immigrated long into the States, and 
the American Government ought not to be 
saddled with all the blame. He waa of 
Opinion, after looking into the Treaty, 
that it should be passed in order that the 
long-standing dispute between the Ameri- 


can and British Governments should 
cease. 5 
Mr. WALLACE (British Columbia) 


as representing the maritime province of 
British Columbia, advocated the passing of 
the Treaty. It gave afree market for the 
fish and oil, the trade in which was now 
carried on at a loss. The opposition by the 
Ontario members showed that they did not 
understand the question He spoke from 
large experience of the fishing interest of 
British Columbia, where at present there 
was practically no market. The ratification 
of the Treaty would open up the maritime 
trade and produce the most beneficial 
results. 

Mr. OLIVER thought’ the passing 
of the Treaty would modify the feeling 
between Canada and the United States as 
although the keen, speculative citizens of 
that country would give us nothing of full 
value for it. He had listened to the hon. 
Minister of Finance, and remembered 
when he canvassed the County of Oxford, 
but the arguments he had used to-day 
were entirely unworthy of a gentleman in 
his position. 1t was stated that the 
English Commissioners pressed reciprocity 
upon the United States Commissioners, 
but he saw nothing so stated in the proto- 
cols. (he objectioiable features of the 
Treaty were the ceding of territorial 
rights, for which we received no equivax 
lent. With reference to the money 
aspect of the question, the hon. Minister 
of Finance, after putting it at $600,000, 
had tooday brought 1t down to $375,000 ; 
$250.000 was all that we could possibly 
save. New Brunswick got $100,000, £0 
that the rest of Canada only got $150,000 
for twelve years. But was it to be sup- 
posed that we should ever regan our 
rights at the end of that time ? In ceding 
the fisheries to the United States we did 
so for ali time to come—so that England’s 
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endorsation would be absorbed by New 
Brunswick. He believed in securing the 
carrying trade of the West, and that the 
Canadian Pacific Railway ought to be 
built, without which the vast North West 
could not be settled. If we had an econ» 
omical Government there was no reason 
why we should part with our territorial 
rights. When we had a surplus in the 
banks, our accumulated wealth ought to 
be devoted to the building of public 
works. A great deal had been said as to 
the abolition of the bonded system when 
the treaty was ratified. But even in this 
the Americans had got the better of us, 
as there were no custom house fees for 
goods passing through this country, but 
large fees were collected from us when 
our goods passed through American States. 
He deprecated the use of party politics 
in the discussion of so important a sub- 
ject; but he cbjected to the argument of 
the hon. member for Lanark, that because 
the people of the States had set their 
heart on the carrying of this Treaty, we 
were therefore compelled to ratify it. 
The first howl against the Treaty was 
raised by the supporters of the Minister 
of Justice. As soon as the Treaty was 
passed there was no doubt the Americans 
would put their own interpretation on it, 
as they had done in some several similar 
cases before. Why were the canals now 
substituted for the fisheries as the lever 
with which to force reciprocity ? Would 
not the carrying trade and our shipping 
interests be destroyed by making that a 
lever to force reciprocity? If we dex 
sired to cultivate respect for ourselves at 
home we should preserve our own rights. 
He believed England never stronger and 
the United States never weaker than at 
the present time. [Hear, hear.] He had 
no hesitation in voting for the amendment 
of the member for South Oxford. If that 
was lost he would vote for the amendment 
of the hon. member for West Durham, 
and if that was lost he would vote for the 
motion indicated by one of the members 
for Hastings. [Hear, hear.] 

Mr. R JSS [Victoria, N.S.] was ops 
posed to the ‘reaty from the first. He 
regretted the apology made by England 
to the United States. The value of the 
fisheries could be calculated by the degree 
of earnestness manifested by the Ameri~ 
cans to get possession of them. They 
were protected in former times, and the 
Americans gave the benefit of reciprocity 
for the right of fishing. The headland 
question was still unsettled,and he thought 
ita great omission on the part of the 
Commission at Washington that the ques- 
tion was not settled forever. He was of 
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the opinion that had the national policy 
been continued, Canada would have forced — 
the United States to renew reciprocity. 

Hon. Mr. O'CONNOR moved the ad-— 
journment of the debate, which was car- 
ried, and the House adjourned at 11:80. 
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Tusspay, May 14th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.25 — 
py in: 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following Bills were introduced:— 
Mr. CARLING—To incorporate the Ca-_ 
nada and New York Bridge and ‘Tunnel — 
Company. 4 
Mr. SMITH—To incorporate the Bank — 
of Manitoba; also, to incorporate the Ma- 
nitoba Insurance Company. s 
M. GIBBS—To incorporate the Domi. 
nion Trust Company. : 
Mr. MORRISON (Niagara)—To amend — 
the Act incorporating the Queenston Sus~ 
pension Bridge Company. z 


FISHERIES’ PRESERVATION. 


Mr. BOLTON desired, before the orderg — 
of the day were called, permission to put — 
a question which had been allowed to- 
stand from day to day at the request of 
the Government. The question was whe- 
ther, under article 18 of the Treaty of 
Washington, United States fishermen will 
be expected to be governed when fishing 
in Dominion waters by municipal or other 
regulations establishing a close line tor 
the protection of spawning grounds, or 
other protective measures for the preser: 
vation of the fisheries. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD replied 
that the regulations adopted in 1856 would ~ 
be continued. 


THE TREATY BILL. 


Mr. O’CONNOR resumed the adjourned 
debate on the bill to give effect to the 
Washington Treaty. He claimed the in- 
dulgence of the House, as the present was 
an occasion which he thought demanded ~ 
that he should express his views and sen: 
timents in relation to the subject under 
discussion—views and sentiments which 
he believed were in accord with those of a 
large majority of his constituents. 


regarded the subject as one of greater 
importance perhaps than any other which 
had occupied the attention of Parliament. 
The fact that two of the largest political 
sovereignties of the whole world had agreed 
on this matter, and that the relations to- 
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_ wards each other and towards mankind at 
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_ large were concerned in this matter, ren- 


_ dered it of great importance that the sub- 
_ ject should be considered with the utmost 
gravity and care. Although the provi- 
sions did not meet his views, and hardly 
his expectations, in some respects, yet. 
after reading it carefully he had come to 
_the conclusion that the acceptance of the 
_ Treaty was the only proper course for this 
- country to adopt. (Hear, hear.) He was 
satisfied that there was no other alterna- 
tive, if we regarded ourselves as an inte- 
- gral portion of the British Empire. With 
regard to the Treaty itself, it was one of 
immense magnitude, and particularly so 
to be considered in relation to our own 
_ political existence in this country; but 
after all, it was essentially an Imperial 
matter, and could only be judged correctly 
by being viewed and considered from an 
Imperial stand point. For that reason he 
believed that neither the people of Ca - 
nada nor any statesman of Canada were 
in a position however enlightened they 
might be, to judge of it correctly. That 
_ might be done only by those statesmen of 
Great Britain and Ireland who were in a 
position to take a high and general view 
of the relations of the Empire, not only 
of its several parts towards each other, 
pe of these relations towards the United 
States and all the other nations of the 
earth. They were the persons who were 
responsible to the Empire at large for 
what they had done under the !l'reaty, and 
he believed that they had not come to 
the conclusions contained in the Treaty 
without great care, and without believing 
that they were doing the best for the Em 
pire as a whole, and for their country in 
‘particular. (Hear, hear.) It was weil 
known that the British Ministry was com- 
posed of a number of gentlemen possess- 
ing minds of more than an ordinary high 
‘character, and abilities of more than an 
ordinary kind, and that there wis at the 
head of them one at least possessing as 
great talents as any man of the age. hat 
such persons, with their great experience, 
and with the State secrets of the Empire 
in their possession, should have come to 


. 


the conclusion which they had ‘done, was” 


a sufficient guarantee in itself that the 
Treaty was an Imperial one ; but when, in 
addition it was known that other great 
Statesmen, those who were the leaders of 
Her Majesty’s Opposition in the Mother 
Country; and numbering among them 
great men such as Mr. Disraeli, the Earl 
of Derby, Lord Cairns and others—when 
it was known that they who differing from 
those in power, would naturally be in- 
clined to sieze every fair opportunity to 


* 


a > lie 


[May 14, 1872.] 


530 


oust them—had laid aside this opportunity 

of discussing this Treaty, and had at once 

accepted it, he would say that was another 
guarantee of immense value in considers 
ing the value of the Treaty by this couns 
try. In opposition to their opinions, in 
opposition to the responsibility of the 
British Government, and in opposition to 
the acquiescence of the great men who 
were the leaders of the Opposition there, 
we had in this Parliament the opinions to 
the contrary of Her Majesty’s Opposition 
from Ontario. (Hear, hear.) There ap- 
peared to him, as far as he could learn, 
but little opposition from any other quar 
ter. He did not think that the people of 
Canada would be inclined to accept the 
contrary expressions of opinion of the 
hon. members for Lambton and West 
Durham, even though they were backed 
up by the no doubt very large and very 
important, but still book-worm knows 
ledge, of the hon. member for Bothwell, 
or the butterfly experience of one of the 
members for Waterloo (Mr. Young) who, 
politically speaking, had only just escaped 
from his former chrysalis condition. 
(Laughter.) When there was even added 
to that the ‘high falutin’’ expressions of 
the hon. member for Hamilton whose 
Speech might have passed for a Fourth of 
July oration, (laughter,) he did not think 
that all these considerations together 
would induce the people of Canada to ac- 
cept the opinion of the hon. members for 
West Durham and Lambton in opposition 
to those of the statesmen of Great Bris 
tain, with regard to thé merits of the 
Treaty. (Hear, hear.) But it had always 
been so, as he had observed in this House, 
that, however important the subject under 
discussion, those gentlemen had always 
been ready to express opinions of the 
most dogmatic character, admitting in 
their eyes of no contradiction and no con- 
troversy. He had often been struck with 
the truth of the adage that ‘Fools rush 
in where angels fear to tread.” (Hear, 
hear.) What were their objections, from 
their stand point, to the Treaty?’ The 
first in order and importance was that to 
the fishery clauses. It appeared to him 

that those who were most earnestly oppos- 

ing the Treaty, in relation to the fishery 
clauses, were those who understood least 

about the fishery business; and it seemed 

to him that when those who were most con- 

cerned in the fisheries expressed theme 

selves in favour of it, it should go far to 

satisfy the country at large that there was 

nothing in the Treaty detrimental, but on 

the contrary, that it was beneficial to that 

interest. (Hear, hear.) Well, supposing 

it was true—and he was not disposed to 
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disparage the value of the fisheries, sup- 
posing they were of the immense value 
which the Upposition from Ontario had 
lately found out they were, how did the 
question rest? Did not the Treaty pro< 
vide for an equivalent to be determined 
in the only way recognized in modern 
times as the means of settling questions of 
that kind? Did it not provide a Commis. 
sion in the nature of an arbitration to 
decide what amount should be paid by the 
United States as the difference between 
what they received and what they gained 
under the Treaty? ‘There could be no 
more equitable or proper disposal of a 
question between two nations than by 
arbitration ; and, as an arbitration was to 
decide what the equivalent should be, he 
could conceive of nothing fairer’ or more 
acceptable. (Hear, hear.) The next 
point of importance was the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence. Ithad been stated that 
under the Treaty we ceded forever a great 
inheritance to a foreign country, that we 
yielded the control of our principal river 
and greatest highway to the sea. He had 
never in his whole life listened to greater 
nonsense than he had been compelled to 
hear in reference to this subject, or to a 
greater concentration of such nonsense 
than was contained in the speech of the 
hon. member for West Durham. Was not 
the St. Lawrence a great highway of civili- 
zation. whose importance was increased in 
proportion as it attracted to it the com- 
merce and shipping of the world? Was 
it not true that the shipping not only of 
the United States, but of the world. had 
the privilege of freely navigating that 
river, subject to the regulation imposed 
by Canada, and was it not true that our 
desire ought to be to increase that com-~ 
merce as much as possible? Well, if 
that was the case, what had we given up? 
We were certainly in no worse position 
than before, and with regard to the United 
States we were in a better: for by the 
Treaty they acknowledged our sovereign 
light over the great highway; and was 
that not a better position in which to have 
the matter than when a year ago the Pres 
sident of the United States had in his 
message to Congress claimed an absolute 
right to navigate the St. Lawrence against 
our will? He was unable to see that 
there was any dishonour whatever in ad- 
mitting the Americans to the rivers and 
canals on equal terms with Canadians. 
Had not Parliament been importuned time 
and again to enlarge those canals, and not 
oaly that, but to construct the Georgian 
Bay canal at acost of fifty millions, and 
for what? Why, for the accommodation, 
net of the Canadian trade, but of the 


Mr. O Connor. 


(COMMONS |} 


Bill. 532 


carrying trade of the Western States, 
Well, if that object was obtained by means. 
of the Treaty, why in the name of Heaven) 
should a howl be raised against it as op- 
posed to the interests of the country. 
(Hear, hear.) So, too, with the article re 
lating to the coasting trade. If any ad— 
vantage was to flow from it, he believed 
Canadian shipping would have it. He dis» 
agreed in toto from those who believed 
that the fisheries and. the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence should have been held 
as a leverage for obtaining reciprocity, be- 
cause he believed it was impossible to se.’ 
cure a renewal of the Treaty of 1854. ‘hen: 
as to the Fenian claims, he could not agree 
that it was the duty of the Imperial Gov— 
ernment and the Commission because they 
failed to obtain a recognition of those 
claims to refuse to carry out to a conclusion 
negotiations designed to secure the peace 
and welfare of the Empire. It was above 
all things necessarv that the safety. wely 
fare and prosperity of the Empire should 
be held in view, and then to arrange those 
claims between England and Canada, in 
the manner which was thought most pro- 
per. He could not see that the surrender 
of the claims affected the honor of the 
country, or that their was anything dis 
honorable in Canada accepting compen. 
sation for them from the Imperial Govern 
ment. He contrasted the opposition t 
the ireaty in this House with the oppo 
sition in the Imperial House of Commons 
pointing ovt that while the superior mind 
which composed the latter, placed tb 
welfare of their country and the Empire 
above all party, the opposition in this 
House, composed for the most part of hor 
members from Ontario, put party first and 
country afterwards. (Hear, hear.) Th 
objections that had been raised to 
Treaty sprung purely from party—no, no} 
party even, but factious considerations, 
If he were disposed to speak plainly, h 
would perhaps say something he ought 
not to say, but what had been fixed upon 
his mind by what he had heard delivered 
in this House for political purposes. He 
could not admit that those who actec 
in this manner were actuated by patriotic 
principles, Nothwithstanding the veil with 
which they shrouded their arguments; nob 
withstanding the specious language Mm 
which they clothed their objections to the 
‘Treaty, he could observe clearly that there 
was a power behind them which foresee 
them into a position they would rather not 
occupy. (Hear, hear.) All their arguments 
and objections were Yrehersal of wha 
appeared in the columns of the Toront 
Globe, which was controlled by a man W. 
misconstrued, perverted and falsified t 
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language and provisions of the Treaty, in 
order to blast, if possible, the character of 
the First Minister of the Crown in Uanada. 
(Hear, hear.) [hat line had been follow. 
ed up by the minions of that paper, not 
only through the country, but he 
might be pardoned for saying also by 
some of them in this House; but notwith- 
standing all their venom the recollection 
of the First Minister would be cherished 
in the country by a grateful peeple, when 
perhaps barely a stone would remain to 
tell who and what the others were, where 
they died or what their insigniticant names 
were (Hear, hear., He had no doubt 
that future generations would see and ac- 
knowledge that the formation of this 
Dominion, the moulding of these Pro« 
vinces into one compact country, was, to a 
preat extent at any rate, the work of the 
master hand of the First Minister; that 
hereafter, when the Dominion became 
great, glorious and free in every respect, 
it would be regarded as an enduring me- 
mento of that hon gentleman’s genious, 
labor, honesty and patriotic endesvors, 
and that the writer of the history would 
nly allude to those who opposed and 
andered him ia order to condemn their 
Otes and their speeches in this House and 
he country. (Uheers.) 

Mr R, A. HARRISUN (West Toronto) 
aid various opinions had been expressed 
on the maiter, but every one avpeared to 
agree that the importance of the Treaty 
future of the country could not be 
di The discussiong hac taken a 
very wide range and he thought it would 
be well to detine the-:question The Gov. 
ament had introduced the bill and 
loved the second reading 'o give eftect to 
Certain conditions of the ‘treaty, leaving 
‘the House uniettered to «xpress its opis 
‘hion on the merits. An amendment had 
been moved by the member for West 
Jurhar, the ettect of which was to narrow 
that freedom of action which there had 
previously been in the discussion, because 
‘it uiquestionably contained a censure on 
2 Government. It was a mere party 
‘Move in the interests of the Opposition, 
and its object was, if possivle, to secure 
political capital in the coming election. 
it first embraced a profession of loyalty 
aich always accompanied such attacks, 
mn it allegei a general dissatisfaction 
h the lreaty throughout the country. 
is he denied io be the case. (Cheers.) 
hen it stated that there were just grounds 
for that dissatisfaction. The hon. meiaber 
for Sherbrooke had stated that he should 
vote against the amendment because it 
Was an att.cik on the Treaty, and he did 
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the amendment could afterwards carry the 
bill. ‘That hon. gentleman, however, did 
not know as much of the Opposition as 
those from Ontario did. Those gentlemen 
got into power simply from their denun-~ 
ciations of the policy of the previous Goy- 
ernment with regard to railway grants, 
and immediately on obtaining office 
shewed their disapprobation of that policy, 
by increasing the grants. The hon. mem. 
ber for West Durham, in moving his 
amendment, no doubt thought he was 
representing the feeling of the country ; 
but the subsequent debate must have sa- 
tisfied him that he had calculated without 
foundation. Fearing this, he backed 
down, and there was a new amendment 
to the ettect that it was inexpedient tur. 
ther to discuss the bill at the present time. 
The truth was that it was inexpedient to 
proceed with the first amendment for fear 
it should be voted down by an overwhelm- 
ing majority. He thought, however, that 
as there seemed to be some likelihood of 
the Treaty beimg opened, it was the duty 
of the House to express their honest cons 
victions so as to influence those who 
might be called upon to amend some of 
its provisions. He did not think the 
Treaty either so good or so bad as it had 
been represented; but in any case the 
Canadian Government was not deserving 
of censure, but he was compelled to 
admit that the Imperial Government was; , 
and he believed the honour of England 
had been tarnished. An effort had been 
made to make the Premier responsible 
for everything objectionable in the 
Treaty; but he maintained that he was 
purely an Imperial Commissioner respons | 
sible to the Imperial Government and re- | 
sponsible only to that House in so far as © 
he was acting In unison with the Canadian _ 
Government. He knew that the member © 
for Lambten disputed that position, but — 
he would endeavour to illustrate hismean- | 
ing. The hon. gentleman occupied the — 
position of Treasurer of Ontario, and atthe | 
sume time he was rresident of an Insu- | 
rance Company. ‘These positions were en- 
tirely distinct, and though there might be 
scme desire to benefit the latter, yet the 
hon. gentleman was in bo way responsible | 
to the company. for what he did as Trea- 
surer. (Laughter.) Im the same way he | 
thought it most unfair that the Premier — 
should be held resposible to a House — 
which did not appoint him, and they ought | 
to endeavour to throw the responsibility — 
on the right body. The hon. member for 
Lambton had referred to the fact that the 
expenses of the Premier were paid-out of 
the. Canadian exchequer. That was a 
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tion, but he agreed thxt the expenses 
ought to have been borne by the Imperial 
Government, and such not being the case 
was #n instance of the peddling policy of 
the Manchester School at home, and as he 
had before st‘ted, if it were possible, he 
would most heartily join in sny movemeht 
that would defeat the Gladstone Ministry. 
Coming to the ‘Treaty, the matters 
involved were the Alabama question, the 
Fenian Claims, the St. Lawrence and the 
Fisheries. He believed that the fisheries 
were of very great value to Cumada, boih 
asa matter of prerent gain and future 
profit, and he agreed with a statement 
made in a report of the Government of 
Canada in 1866, which after mentioning 
that the annual take of fish amounted to 
four or five millions of dollars, employing 
upwards of 20,000 men and boys, observed 
that “it formed a nursery for hardy sea~ 
men which would tend to make British 
North America the predominent maritime 
power of the continent.’”’ He also agreed 
with the view that no foreign power could 
interfere with our fishery rights without 
our consent. tte only right the United 
States had on our fisheries was under the 
‘treaty of '818, under which Great Britain 
gave the Americans the right to fish on 
certain of our coasts forever, and to dry 
their nets and cure their fish on certain 
portions, and the consideration was an 
absolute renunciation by the United 
States of any previous liberty to take or 
dry fish within three miles of any coast or 
bay. This meant all bays, and the words 
withing three marine miles could only 
mean from alimne drawn across the bays. 
Our contention in this respect was ngt ac- 
quiesced in by the United States. Vari« 
ous causes Of dispute aroge, and from day 
to causes of irritation and annoyance 
arose, likely to be productive of ill-feeling 
instead of that filendly feeling that all 
were 50 anxious to see existing between 
Great Britain and toe United States. He 
denied that the people of Canada had ever 
shown an unfavorable feeling to tue peo» 
ple of the United States, and regretted 
that he could not say as much for the peo. 
ple of the United States. What were the 
facts? In the protection of the fisheries 
we always acted with great liberality; so 
much so that our own people complained 
that they were not properly treated, and 
during the American war we discharged 
our international obligations in a way that 
was an honor to our country and to civili- 
zation. We gave up raiders; we prevent- 
ed raids; und where money was lost by 
raids trom our territory we took the eari.- 
est possible opportunity of restoring it. 
On the other hand the 
Myr. Harrison. 
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complained of that Empire of which we 
were proud to form a part, that itallowed 
the Alabama to escape. But the moment — 
it became known to the Government of — 
England that the vessel was intended for 
hostile purposes, the Government took 
measures, though too late, to prevent her ~ 
escape. The United States made a de~ — 
mand as early as 1865 that HKngland — 
should be liable for the depredations, but — 
the English Government maintained that — 
they had discharged all their obligations — 
with due diligence, and refused even to © 
submit the matter to arbitration; but — 
afterwards for the sake of peace they were — 
found ready and willing to arbitrate. — 
The feeling that arose in the United — 
States was so bitter that the Reciprocity — 
‘Treaty was put anend to. ‘The people of — 
the United States in doing this thought 
they would ruin Canada, and would per-— 
haps force her to enter their Union; but — 
tie effect was exactly the reverse, for — 
instead of making us cravens it had made © 
us self-reliant; and instead of shutting” 
us out of all channels of trade we had — 
found out new channels; and it had ~ 
tended more than anything else to consol-’ 
idate the British American Union, and to” 
make us one people from one ocean to” 
the other. It would of course be bene- 
ficial to have recipr cal trade, but he dic 
not believe that we would get that trade 
by begging for it. Let Canada show to 
the United States that she could live with- 
out her, and though the present financial 
requirements of the United States made 
free trade entirely out of the question, 
the day would come when it would be the 
interest of both people to have recipro 
city in trade. The hon. member for Sher- 
brooke had said that the true policy of 
the Government of this country in regar¢ 
to the fisheries was the licensing system, 
aud had expressed his regret that that 
system had been abolished. ‘That system 
was tried and found wanting, and had 
they continued it they would have been 

found wanting in their duty and their: 
henor. In 1866 there were 354 licenses 
issued ; in 1867, 281; in 1868, 51; in 1869, 
25; and yet hundreds were fishing in our 
waters without leave or license becausé - 
the rule and policy of exclusion was forced 
upon us. He had shown as briefly as pos+ 
sible the anxious desire of the people 0 
Great Britain and Canada for friendly rela- 
tions with the people of the Unitec 
States. He had shown their efforts to dis- 
charge honestly and faithfully mternation 

al obligations. He proposed now to lod 
at the other side of the question to s¢ 
whether they were met in a correspondi 
spirit by the people of the United State 
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The Fenian question had cropped up 
_ again and again and was a sore question, 
_ because the people of this country, as a 
unit, felt that the Imperial Government 
had not dealt as they ought to have done 
on that question. He was sorry to hear 
_the Secretary of State for the Provinces 
use language as a palliation for the crimes 
(of those men. He did not think he ino 
tended to do so, anu was glad that he 
had renounced any such language. In 
1865, while we were struggling to do all 

that we could to have a friendly feeling 
between the two countries, while Great 
Britain was doing all she could to bring 
about and continue a good feeling, the 
‘Fenian* organization was warmed into life 
in the United States to attack Canada — a 
couniry in no way connecied in the dis- 
_puies existing between England and Ire- 
dand. These men were drilled in open 
‘day, uniformed and commanded by Amer. 
— officers, and everything was done to 
bring upon them the influence of the 
Government of the United States. What 
did that Government do ? Nothing at all; 
or, if anything at all, it was to encourage 
them. they were allowed to come to our 
oOuntry in 1866, to land on our soil, to 
ecrate it by shooting down our young 
n, some of them leaving widows andi 
ldren. Young men of our universities, 
the highest social standing and pro. 


of England to secure a continuence of 
friendly feelings between those two great 
powers. During all that time they had 
the use of the Canadian canals on the 
same terms as the Canadians used them, 
How were they treated when in an emer-~ 
gency they required to use one of the Ame: 
rican canals? The House would remem ber 
the Chicora, how she was stopped when she 
attempted to pass through the Sault Ste. 
Marie canal and the difticult position 
Canada would have been in had not the 
Algoma had previously gone through; but 
no mancould blame the Canadian Govern, 
ment for the course they had taken. No 
man could read the correspondence with. 
out amanly pride. Never had a colony 
spoken to the Imperial Government. as 
ours had done, and never before had there 
been a necessity for a colony speakiag as 
on that occasion. He then quoted from 
the correspondence, calling attention to 
the strong language used by the Canadian 
Government and the mere expressions by 
the Imperial Government, in reply that 
the United States would do their auty. 
He could see no ailegation in that corres~ 
pondence that the Imperial Government 
had demanded reparation for the past, 
and maintained that any Government us- 
ing the language that the Government 
did, did not deserve censure but praise. 
He then referred to the mission of the 
Hon. Mr. Campbell to ingland, and the 
speech of President Grant of 1870, which 
he characterized as an election speech, a 
mere election cry, the meaning of which 
the gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House knew quite weil. He thought 
everyone in Canada had read that speech 
with indignation. He quoted from the 
President’s message, in which certain 
rights were claimed for the Americans, and 
said that the people of England, not unos 
derstanding the value of election cries, 
had been effected by this demand, think~ 
ing it serious and earnest. It would have 
been more dignitied on their part if they 
had not opened the negotiations, but left 
it to the United States, if they desired 
the privilege, to open the negotiations 
themselves. He then referred to the 
Henian claims, and maintained that 
in order to remove all com- 
plaints. and all causes of misunder- 
Standing, they should have been 
included in the reference tothe Commis- 
sion. The first proposition made by the 
Imperial Government was to refer to it all 
questions between the United States and 
Canada aifecting the friendly relations be« 
tween the two countries. ‘here was a 
point beyond which it a nation went in its 
anxiety to secure friendly ‘relations, it 
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rough Hnglind, had brought the ques~ 
n before the United States. There 
was the Alubama question and the Fenian 
question, the latter involving the friendly 
‘elations between Canada and the United 

ates. Great Briiain had not insisted, in 
regard to the Fenian matter, upon proper 
‘eparation. She had not pressed our 

aims for redress for the past and security 
or the future, as Great Britain used to do 
n times gone by, when other men were 
npower. In 1869 Kngland consented to 
eter to arbitration the questions she had 
sed so to do in 1865, and how was she 
iby the Uni.ed States? The Senate 
that country rejected the Clarendon- 
nson ‘Treaty, rejecied the advances 
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insulted the honour of its people, de- 
graded itself and made itself contemptible 
in the eyes of the country with which it 
was treating, Well, the United States, 
instead of refusing the proposition or 
attempting to narrow it. proposed to en- 
large it. The British Government accepted 
that, and it was agreed that all questions 
which had irritated them in the past should 
be referred to the Commission. He could 
not imagine that at that time it was the 
covert intention of the people of the 
United States to exclude the Fenian 
claims, and he was certain that if such had 
been known to be the intention, the Im- 
perial Government would not and dared 
not have gone on with the negotiations. 
(Hear, hear.) The anxiety Kngland had 
displayed to establish friendly relations 
was shown by the concession she had made 
with regard to the fisheries. Then as to 
the St. Lawrence Hagland had always 
contended that the portion which ran be- 
tween the Canadian shores was not a com 

mon highway; and again with regard to 
the Alabama cluims, she had always held 
that she had done no wrong and could 
not be held responsible for the escape of 
that vessel, in which view he thought she 
was right. Upon both these points, how- 
ever, she had given way, in order to bring 
about friendly relations. As to the new 
rules of maritime law established by the 
Treaty, he could not but regard them as 
unsound in the application of the Alabama 
case, for why should the acts of a nation 
in 1868 be judged by rules framed nine 
years afterwards? He then passed on to 
the examination of the instruc'ions of the 
Commissioners, holding that they hid no 
discretionary powers, that they had to act 
under the commands of their Government, 
and that the view taken by the hon. gens 
tlemen opposite would not for a moment 
prevail. he Commissioners were pleni- 
potentiaries, and for every thing they did, 
any wrong done in the Treaty, the Imperial 
Government was alone responsib'e. Even 
if the Commissioners should be held res« 
vonsible, a position which he altogether 
denied, it would be absurd to hold one of 
them responsible for the acts of the whole 
tive. There was a remarkable thing to which 
he wished to draw attention; that the 
instructions given by the Imperial Govern 

ment to its Commissioners differed es:en- 
tially from the instructions given by the 
United States Government to those who 
represented it. he Imperial Government 
had given full power to its Commissioners 
to discuss all subjects referred to them, 
all questions the settlement of which was 
necessary to lead to en understanding 
between the two countries. Lhe commis- 
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sions of the United States Commissioners 
empowered them to meet the British 
Commissioners and discuss the mode of 
settlement of the different questions to 
come before the ‘ommission; but when 
the Fenian claims were brought up they 
said that they could not discuss them. 
There seemed to have been a discrimi. 
nating power given to the United Stites 
Commissioners which the British Commis- 
sioners had not. The British Commission- 
ers were to discuss all questions affecting 
the friendly relations, and the Commis~ 
sioners of the United States were only to 
discuss such questions as the (Government 


| of that country might bring before them, 


and we all know the use that had been 
made of that. He referred to the des- 
patch of the 16th February, 1871, from 
Lord Kimberley, as to the desire of Eng- 
land to concede a great many points in 
order to secure those friendly relations. 
In that despatch it was stated that although 
American fishermen could be excluded 
from resorting Canadian ports under the 
Treaty of 1818, except for certain pur- 
poses, yet Her Majesty’s Government felt 
bound to state that it was an extreme 
measure, inconsistent with the policy of 
the Empire, and they were disposed to 
concede the point to the United States. 
They had thus characterized the right 
they had to insist upon the terms of Eng. 
land's bargain for the protection of her 
own territory, as an extreme measure, and 
they had expressed a willingness that the 
matter should be discussed and decided. 
He did not understand that any objection 
had been made by hon. gentlemen oppo 
site to the composition of the English 
Commission or to the want of ability on 
the part of any of the Commissioners. He 
alluded to the events of last session, 
when the resolutions of the hon. mem~ 


ber for Sherbrooke were under dis+ 
cussion, when no question of that 
kind was raised. On thst occasion 


the hon. member for West Durham had 
stated that nothing should be said or done 
wrich might embarrass our representa- 
tive: so that the House not only appa- 
rently approved the appointment of the 
Commission, but allowed the Premier to 
yo without limitation of any kind upon 
his actions. He did not know whether 
the Commissioners had read each others 
commissions or not; probably they be- 
lieved that they met on equal terms; but 
he contended that they did not meet on 
equal terms. While the Commissioners 
of Great Britain were there to settle all 
questions, the Commissioners of the 
United States were there to settle all ques- 
tions referred to them by their Gover- 
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ment. Besides that, there was this point : 
that while the Treaty would be binding on 
the Government of England, there was 
the necessity for the approval of the 
United States Senate in order to make it 
_ binding on the United States. Meeting 
on those terms it was not surprising that 
_ there should have arsen disagreement 
before they went very far. in the Alabama 
question he thought we were as much in- 

terested as any portion of the Empire, if 
not more so than the British Isles them- 
-gelves. He found that England, who in 
the first instance had refused to leave to 
arbitration the question of due dilligence, 
that England who had always maintained 
that she had used due diligence, had com. 
menced proceedings with an expression of 
regret for the escape of the Alabama. 
' Perhaps there was not much in that, be- 
cause Earl Russell had stated again and 
again his regret for the escape of the 
Alabama; but why should it be brought 

out so prominently in the Treaty ? The 
people of the United States, through their 
~ Commissioners, had looked upon this ex- 
pression of regret as very satisfactory, as 
2 token of kindness ; and they had shown 
their appreciation of that by endeavour- 
ing to get enormous damages for conse- 
 quential injuries. Some hon. gentleman 
had said that they would be glad if, in 
consequence of the complications on that 
point, the whole matter fell through. He 
would be better pleased if they agreed to 

wipe out the whole thing—to clean the 
slate and begin again He did_ not think 
there was any fear of war. He thought 
that after the experience we had had of 
Commissioners met together, all matters 
could be settled, and in a more satisfac- 
tory manner than by the Treaty as it now 
‘stands. (Hear, hear.) ‘The attempt of 
the United States to force upon England 
those exclusive indirect damages, was 4 
proof that they took all they could get, 
‘and were anxious to get a great deal 
more, desirous all the while of gaining 
every point, and apparently concealing 
‘none. He considered that the ex post facto 
agreement which he had betore alluded to 
was very objectionable, During the war 
between Prussia and France, arms were 
exported from Great Britain to France. 
_ They were exported as articles of com- 
merce. Prussia found fault, bus Great 
Britain contended that she had a perfect 
right to sell those arms, that there was 
nothing in international law to prevent 
that, and therefore she refused to admit 
that she had dove wrong. Supposing a 
difficulty were to arise between Prussia 
and England, and England were to say it 
was true that when she sold those arms, ac- 
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cording to our views of iaternational law 
there was nothing wrong ; however, we 
now admit that it was contrary to the 
rules as now liid down, and we will have 
our conduct of 1870 judged by the rules 
of 1872. He thought the principle was 
Vicious, and that under it the weaker power 
had to submit to the stronger. He did 
not admit that England was a weak power, 
but he contended that she had acted in 
this matter under weak counsels. Some 
people had argued that we had gained a 
great deal by the establishment of this 
rule of “due diligence,” that it would 
prevent Fenian raids in future; but he 
did not think that it applied to Fenian 
raids at ail. it was restricted entirely to 
the escape of vessels. It said nothing as 
to the escape of men We were not to be 
consoled with the idea that this ex post 
facto agreement imposed the obligation of 
the United States to prevent Fenian raids. 
It was not calculated by its language to 
do anything of the kind. When the 
United States Commissioners refused to 
include the Fenian claims in the subjects 
for discussion, he thought it would have 
been better for England to have broken 
off the negotiations. A Government that 
was not willing to concede a thing so 
plain, while they were pressing the 
Alabama claims, could not be expected to 
do otherwise than take advantage of us 
in the other questions. He did not think 
that all the other questions would have 
remained unsettlea if the Fenian claims 
had been pressed. On the contrary, he 
thought that all would have been settled, 
and it would have been better for the 
British Commissioners, one and all, to 
have taken the stand that, according to the 
principles of international law, it was clear 
that those claims must be taken into 
account. If that course had been taken, 
there would not have been the difficulty 
that had since arisen about the omission 
of the Fenian claims. Then the British 
Commissioners said that under the circum. 
stances they would not further urge a set- 
tlement of those claims. He argued that 
the alabama and Fenian claims were in 
part alike, there being in each case direct 
and consequential damages, and one rule 
should have guided both cases. 
It being six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Mr, HARRIS JN continued — Before 
recess he had criticised the portions of the 
Treaty relating to the Alabama claims and 
the sacrifices made by Great Britain It 
might be said that those sacrifices were 
sentimental only, but in all probability 
there might be material sacrifices. He did 
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not, however, wish to be understood as 
harshly judging the Mother Country ; for 
it must be borne in mind that the sacri-~ 
fices were prompted in a great measure by 
consideration tor Canada, which would be 
the battle ground in the event of war, 
and if there had been sacrifices Canada 
could not complain because she had not 
been called upon to contribute. But there 
was some omission of which Canada had a 
right to complain--the withdrawal of the 
Fenian claims. The Imperial Government 
expressed the hope that the United States 
would observe their international obliga- 
tions, but that was fruitless. ‘the raids of 
1866, 1870 and 1871 were all led by the 
same man, who received no punishment, 
or very slight. The proposition made by 
the PostmastersGeneral was that the Im- 
perial Government should insist on repara- 
tion by the United States, or that she 
would herself assist us to bear the burden. 
That Government withdrew the claims, 
but it was not settled forever; it still re- 
mained open between England and the 
United States, and in the event of further 
negotiations he hoped that the claims 
would be pushed. He referred to the 
speeches of Lord Granville and Mr. Glad- 
stone, showing that the claim was still 
valid as between England and the United 
States. Great Brtain, however, agreed to 
bear a portion of our burden, and she had 
done it in a most liberal way; for while 
the ratepayers of England had nothing to 
pay, the guarantee was of none the less 
service to Canada, for it not only saved a 
very large amount in itself. but would 
enable Canada to float the whole loan at a 
much cheaper rate than she otherwise 
could. In addition to this, there was a 
moral as well as a material support, The 
Government was formerly blamed tor not 
sending in their claim and now they were 
blamed by the very same men for obtain« 
ing compensation for that claim. No 
doubt it would have been more satisfac- 
tory if we could have had 
from the United States, and some assu- 
rance for the future. but that couid only 
come through England, and England had 
decided not to press the matter at present, 
He maintained that the Uanadian Govern- 
ment had done everything taey could in 
the matter. It might be said that there 
was 00 guarantee for the future ; but it 
was only the English Government that was 
in a moribund state, and he believed the 
heart of the British people was still in the 
right place, and that Canada would never 
have to ask for protection in vain. If gen- 
tlemen opposite thought that there was 
no protection in the British flag, of course 
their only alternative was to seek it in 
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some other flag. They could have the 
(no, no,) or the flag of — 
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Stars and Stripes, 
Independence, (no, no ) or the flag of the 
great Liberal party of Ontario, (Laughter. ) 
Under the latter flag they could have 
plenty of mottoes; they could have ‘No 


Popery,” ‘No Separate Schools,”’ «No 


Orangemen,” ‘No Coalitions,” ‘No Gov. 
ernment but a Grit Government,” ‘No 
enlargement of our canals.” 
He recognized, however, the objection 
that it was the Dominion not the Ontario 
Government that was concerned in the 
present matter. A vote of censure was 
proposed on the Dominion Government. 
What was that Government? It was the 
Government that made Janada what she 
is today. It was the Party of Progres-, 
{t had done more in five years than pers 
haps any other party had done in fifty. 
(Cheers.) The Party in Opposition had 
Opposed everything the Government at« 
tempted, and the one being the party of 
progress, the other must be the party of 
Obstruction, for the greater part of what 
had been accomplished since Confedera- 
tion had been accomplished in spite of 
the hon. gentlemen opposite. To refer to 


the navigation of the St. Lawrence, the 


Only question was where it ceased to be a 
boundary between the two countries. The 
United States had always contended that 
the river should be a highway from its 
source to its mouth; and any one looking 
at the map must be impressed with the 
thought that nature intended it to be the 
great highway of the West. He would 
have been better satisfied if the naviga~ 
tion had been ceded without any question 
of equivalents, for it could then have been 
used as a precedent in other cases which 
could not be done now. As to the rivers 
Yukon, Porcupine and Stikine, they knew 
nothing about them He considered the 
St. Lawrence their Jordan, and knew noth- 
ing of the rivers of Damascus. Refers 
ence, however, was made to the Treaty of 
1825, by which Canada seemed to have as 
much right to those rivers as she would 
under the present Treaty. He could not 
quite agree with the member for Peel that 
the cession of Alaska by Russia destroyed 
all the previous Treaty nights. England 
had, however, always contended that the 
war between the two countries putanend 
to the existing Treaties, and in that prip- 
ciple the war between Great Britain and 
Russia must have ended the rights under 
the Treaty of 1825, 


Hon. Mr, MACKENZIE—What about 
the Treaty of Paris ? 


Mr. HARRISON—The rights might have a 


been renewed under that Treaty. 


(Laughter.) 
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renewed under the Treaty of Paris, but 


derive great good trom their being used 
“by the Americans, as the revenue would 
be greatly increased. He would now come 
to the Fishery clauses. The 18th gave 
the Americans liberty to fish in the dis» 
puted limits. The 19th gave Canada the 
right to fish in American waters; and the 
22nd provided for the payment of any 
difference in value. It had been objected 
that these were not fair, but he could see 
othing that was not perfectly fair and 
st. But there was another privilege. 
he 21st clause provided that fish and fish- 
il shou'd be admitted into both conntries 
ee. Of course it would have been better 
the reciprocity had gone further, and 
cluded coal and salt. Refering to the 
atement that the Premier made, that 
he action of the Horse last year prevented 
hat reciprocity, he maintained that if 
ere was any blame it must be shared by 

he Government, for they were in daily 
communication with the Premier, and 
Ought to have stated the consequences to 
the House. He believed that the benefits 
the Maritime Provinces would derive were 
ery considerable, and he had no doubt 
ey would be well able to compete with 
merican fishermen, and their satisfaction 

ith the matter was proved by the ab- 
mce of opposition expressed by the 

embers from ihose Provinces. As 10 a 

rrender of territorial rights, there was 

more surrender than there was in the 

eaty of 1818, or in the Reciprocity 

eaty. The privilege was only for twelve 

ars, and at the end of that time, if Ca- 

ida continued to make the progress she 

a made during the past five years, she 

uld be a power more worthy of respect 

incl would be ready and willing at any 

ime to bear her portion of the responsi~ 
ality of the Empire. If the people of 
ie Maritime Provinces were satistied with 


' Hon, J. H. CAMERON—They were not 
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these clauses, why should those from On- 
tario object? Further, they must not 
ove look the collateral advantages, the 
bonding system and the relaxation of the 
navigation laws. If it was the policy ot 
the Empire that the Treaty should be 
adopted, Canada, as a part of the Empire, 
must adopt it. He would have been bet- 
ter pleased to see it amended or entirely 
changed, but so long as it was the policy 
of the Imperial Government, it would be 
very unbecoming for Canada to resist it. 
Canada made no sacrifices, but even if she 
had to do so, it would be her duty to do 
it under the circumstances. What value 
would the fisheries be without the pros 
tection of the Imperial authorities ? None 
at all. Canada would be unable to hold 
them and she could not expect Imperial 
protection if she flew in the face of the 
[Imperial policy and raised a question likely 
to cause arupture between England and 
another power. ‘There was no reason why 
nations like men, should not settle dis- 
putes by the rules of reason, and he 
trusted that the Treaty would be a precex 
dent for the future, not only to the two 
nations concerned, but also to the nations 
of the world. They had a large part of 
the continent in their charge and invited 
immigrants from all parts of the world. 
They offered them lands, the giving away 
of which did not impoverish them while 
it enriched those who received them. 
They would live in the country and bring 
with them much additional wealth. What 
was true of the United States was true 
of this country. We wanted immigrants, 
but they would not come unless there was 
some guarantee of peace: war would drive 
them away. It was our policy and our 
interest to have peace, and he looked upon 
the Treaty as a happy omen of the reign of 
peace. For this reason he intended to vote 
against the amendments of the hon. gentle- 
men opposite and for the second reading of 
the bill (Cheers ) Before closing he would 
like to say a word about the attacks that had 
been made upon the leader of the Govern- 
ment. He was sorry that that hon. gentle- 
man had replied to those attacks atall; but 
he felt that, after all, the hon. gentleman 
would have been more than human if he 
could have avoided alluding to the bitter 
charge that had been made against him 
for many months past If there was one 
man who was above seeking popularity, if 
there was one man more than another to 
whom we were indebted for Confederation, 
if there was one man more than another 
who had laboured for the success and pro- 
sperity of the Dominion, through good 
repute and ill repute, Sir John Macdonald 
was the man, and it was only party preju- 
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dice that made his assailants blind to his 
merits, and caused them to abuse him as 
they did. (Cheers.) Two years ago when 
he lay ill at Death’s door, the feeling of 
the whole country was aroused. His 
threatened death was regarded as a na- 
tional calamity, and when he finally reco- 
vered the feeling of gladness and gratitude 
was almost universal. (Cheers.) He (Mr. 
Harrison) was not going to catalogue the 
virtues of the Government, but in other 
respects there was an aptness which in the 
interest of the country ought perhaps to 
be made eternal. Our finances were well 
managed, our militia, our public works 
and all the other departments of the Ad- 
Ministration were well managed. ‘The 
result was general prosperity. The whole 
country was blossoming like a rose, and 
the people were satisfied because the 
right men were at the head of affairs. He 
admitted the necessity and usefulness of 
an Opposition, and their right to criticise 
every Executive, but they had no right to 
borrow from the criminal vocabulary, to 
put up jobs and make base charges and 
assertions when there was no ground for 
them. All the gentlemen on the Treasury 
venches were, he believed, well qualified 
for their positions, and he thought that the 
interests of the country would be best 
served by keeping them there. (Cheers.) 


Mr. M. C. CAMERON (Huron) did not 


agree with the argument of the hon. mem- 
ber for West Toronto, in denouncing the 
conduct of the British Government. He 
conceded, however, with his hon. friend that 
every possible exertion had not been made 
in pressing our rights. He referred to the 
withdrawal by the British Commissioners, 
at the request of the American Commis~ 
sioners, of the negotiations for obtaining 
the coasting trade of United States, the 
registration of vessels and other matters, 
all of which, he said, were withdrawn upon 
the Americans declining to entertain them. 
The question was not whether the Minister 
of Justice acted on the commission as rep~ 
resenting Canada or the Imperial authori- 
ties, the question was whether they would 
accept or reject the Treaty. He protested 
against the repeated assertions that oppo~ 
sition to the Treaty all came from Ontario, 
and alluded to the speech of the member 
for Inverness, Nova Scotia. That gentle 
man had been interested in the fisheries 
for years, but was opposed to the Treaty. 
If there was likely to be any misunder- 
standing as to the interpretation of the 
Treaty he thought that the House should 
be informed of it. He quoted from an 
English paper to show that the English 
people doubted the good expressions of 
the United States unless they were sup- 
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ported by substantial documentary proo 
He was of opinion that the American Com 
missioners had obtained an advantage ove: 
the British Commissioners in dealing with 
the tariff last year, and generally reviewed 
the discussions of the Canadian Parliament 
on that subject during last Session. He 
looked upon the free admission of the 
Americans to our fisheries for the term of 
twelve years as a practical cession of them 
by Canada for ever. He characterized the 
Treaty as having been framed in a careless 
manner, and felt sure that it would lead to 
further complications. He admitted that 
England had done a good deal for Canada, 
but in all cases where she had given any 
guarantee 1t-was on stipulated conditions, 
and cited the Intercolonial loan as an in 
stance, and while they should accede as 
far as possible to the demand of England 
they ought not to forget that they have 
neighbours who are not to be trusted on 
all occasions. In his opinion the more 
the Americans get, the more they want; 
and he quoted from the New York Tribune 
and other American papers to show that 
they looked upon the ‘Treaty as a step 
towards the annexation of Canada. He 
thought that the Treaty was indefencible 
on its merits, and couid only be argued for 
apologetically. He read an extract from 
the Toronto Mail, which he characterized 
as the special organ of the Government, 
but which, in his opinion, concurred in the 
views expressed by the member for She 
brooke a few evenings previously. He 
thought that no party should be so proud 
of their leaders as the gentlemen on the 
opposite side of the House; but he regret- 
ted the tone of the remarks of that hon. gen 
tleman during the debate in denouncing all 
who did not accept the Treaty. H 
would support the amendment of the 
member for South Oxford; and, if that 
should fail, would vote for the amendment 
of the member for West Durham, or any 
other motion the object of which would 
be to defeat the Treaty. , Fe 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER could not but feel 
that he would ill discharge his duty if, 
upon so momentuous a question, he did 
not give to the House the views he enters 
tained. The hon. gentleman who had 
just taken his seat stated that his consti- 
tuents were stongly opposed to the Treaty, 
but he (Dr. Tupper) thought that both 
the House and the country should not 
look upon the great question under dis~ 
cussion from a party point of view. IU 
there ever had been a question submitted 
to the Parliament and people of Canada 
which ought, from its very character and 
nature, to have elevated the statesmen Ol 
all parties and classes from mere low, gro 
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ling or party grounds, it was the ques 
on under discussion. It was nota quese 
ion of party in Canada any more than it 
is in England. What was the case 
here? A member of the late cabinet 
aad been invited. by the Government of 
le day to give bis assistance and co-oper- 
ion in reference to the Treaty, aid he 
aad given his services as freely and unre- 
ervedly as if he had been called upon by 
e Government of which he was 2 mem- 
When the Treaty was submitted to 
iament, great as were the opportunities 
he Opposition to deal with it, they 
rgot what was due to party, looking only 
what was due to their common country. 
sading the proceedings which had taken 
ace in the Imperial Parliament, what 
d they find? A common sentiment of 
y and satisfaction pervaded both sides of 
2 House, on the announcement by the 
*emier that the cloud which overshadow- 
these proceedings was to. be dispelled, 
that gentlemen on both sides of the 
buse in the Imperial Parliament regard. 
with the same favor the general features 
f the Treaty, but because men of all 
arties felt that whether it was perfect or 
mperfect, there were general leading 
atures in it which commend it to the 
ndid consideration of all men. It was 
ly a few years ago that the great coun- 
r lying against Canada was engaged in 
leadly struggle. The South had risen 
d the North was prepared, at ary sacri- 
@ of blood and money, to preserve the 
ion intact; and when engaged in that 
adly struggle, it became known that 
isers were being built in Great 
tain to take part in it. Reprex 
atations were made ito the Imperial 
vernment, and they put forth their 
nd to prevent the departure of those 
ssels. Subsequently, however, the Ala- 
na escaped, and in order to avoid the 
sibility of further difficulty, they them- 
lves purchased the other vessels. 


s it wonderful that this omis- 
On on the part of Great Bri. 
ain should have excited a _ people, 


ho had felt that their struggle had been 
creased in its intensity, and should cause 
em to demand redress from a Govern- 
mt, whose want of vigour and effect had 
kposed them to so great and increased 
nger? Nor could England turn a deaf 
ar toa demand for reparation made by 
ty millions of people, lying alongside 
Canada. At the time the Johnson~ 
arendon Treaty was rejected, the United 
tes took the attitude that they would 
b ask for a re-opening of the nsgotia~ 
ns in this matter; which meant that 
y had an undoubted claim, and intend. 
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ed to hold it back until circumstances best 
suited their presenting it against England ; 
that they would treasure all their wrath 
against a day of wrath, that when England 
was engaged in some Continental struggle 
the United States would find their oppor. 
tunity of enforcing what they considered 
their just claims against England. That 
view, and a knowledge of the fact that 
England had a weak point on this conti- 
nent, had undoubtedly influenced the Im 
perial Government in endeavouring to 
bring the question to a final and amicable 
settlement. Great and important as the 
Treaty was to the British Empire at large, 
it was far more so to Canada ; and he be~ 
lieved it was not alone importaut to En. 
gland or Canada. Ue looked upon it as a 
gigantic stride in the progress of civilizax 
tion. England having admitted, as she 
did admit, that she had a duty to perform 
in reference to these cruisers, she was not 
humiliated by the expression of regret 
which formed a part of the Treaty. He 
thought that England would be amply 
rernaid for any cost or trouble she had been 
put toin the settlement of these ques- 
tions, by the establishment of that new 
principle of international law which is to 
govern such matters inthe future. It had 
been said that there was humiliation. If 
there was humiliation on one side, there 
was the same on the other. He had said 
that Canada had no small interest in this 
matter. He would not repeat the elaborate 
argument that had been used by the First 
Minister. showing the great value of this 
Treaty to us; but we must look at our. 
position. While Canada was united with 
England, he believed that we could defend 
ourselves against any power that would be 
brought against us; but, when we looked 
at the great strength of the country near 
us 9nd that while England could bring all 
her great naval power to bear, knew she 
would come out of the struggle without 
discredit, everybody knew that we would 
not be abie to live out sucha struggle, 
except with the same gory fields that had 
destroyed France; and it would ill become 
anada, regarded as she was by England as 
a vulnerable point, at such a time, to raise 
our hands and say, ** We think you have 
humiliated and disgraced yourselves, and 
we will be no party to this l'reaty which you 
have made.” But it was not only 2 ques- 
tion of peace or war. Everybody knew 
that no country in the world had a deeper 
interest than Canada had in the relations 
between Hngland and the United States ; 
everybody knew that a mere cloud of war 
between those nations would strike a fatal 
blow at our credit, that would stop that 
bright career of prosperity which we now 
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enjoyed. He would now refer to the point 
more immediately under consideration 
—the fishery articles of the Treaty. The 
Treaty provided that that portion of it 
which dealt with the property of Canada 
should receive the sanction of the Cana- 
dian Parliament. There could beno ques- 
tion that we were offered the free and un- 
restricted right to decide on the question. 
‘here could be no question that England, 
while she had exhibited the deepest anx- 
iety in this matter, while she had shown 
for long years the greatest anxiety and the 
greatest apprehension in 1elation to any- 
thing that could involve us in trouble with 
the United States ; it was at the same time 
—as had been stated from the Throne 
itself, and from the independent benches 
of both Houses of Parliament—beyond 
doubt that Canada had the full and unre- 
stricted right io decide for herself in the 
matter. But was the fact that no pressure 
had been brought to bear upon us to pre- 
vent us from giving that consideration to 
the question which the interests of the 
Empire required— was that a reason why 
we should treat with contempt and. indif. 
ference the great and vital interest that 
England had in the decision at which we 
arrived ? While we came to the considera. 
tion of this question in a free and unre. 
stricted manner, he had no hesitation in 
saying that the man who wished to pre- 
serve the connection between the Crown 
and this country, who yaiued the inestim. 
able privilege we enjoyed, should come to 
the consideration of this question, feeling 
that, although we had the choice in our 
Own hands, it could not be approached 
without the conviction that every word 
that was uttered in this House that was 
calculated to irritate and annoy the En-« 
glish Government would tend 19 lessen or 
to shake the tie upon which our future 
greatness and __ prosperity depended. 
(Hear, hear.) We should not forget that 
this question of the fisheries for fitty long 
years had been a constant source of irrita. 
tion to Kngland. From the war of 
1812—which did away With the tormer 
Treaty,—from that time to the present 
there had been constant difficulties 
and annoyances in relation to this 
question. They had not only been a sub- 
Ject of controversy, but that controversy 
had drawn u; into the very verge of war. 
He asked the House if, under these cir~ 
cumstances, when we were only small, 
disjointed and weak Provinces, Engiand 
threw her mighty arm over us, and our 
property, and gave us her protestion—he 
would ask if that formed no claim to cOna 
sideration, when she was prepared to ask 
us to accept a proposal that she believed 
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was the best consideration she could ob« 
tain for our fisheries? He would not 
follow fully the various arguments that 
had been used on both sides of the House. 
He was satisfied that the House and the 
country could not be more convinced of 
the soundness of the position of the Gov- 
ernment in asking Parliament to ratify 
the Treaty than by the able and exhaus~ 
tive speech of the First Minister. Nots 
withstanding the efforts—able of course 
—but labored efforts of hon. gentlemen 
Opposite to criticise that speech, he con» 
sidered that they had been fully replied 
to, and he would not go into them at any 
length. He would refer toone point how. 
ever. It had been said that his hon. 
friend the First Minister had thrown a 
doubt over our position in relation to the 
fisheries. He had no hesitation in saying, 
and no one had followed that hon. gentle-. 
man’s remarks more closely than he had, 
that he had been entirely misrepresented. 
It would be impossible without the great~ 
est perversion of languae to draw such a 
conclusion from his remarks. He (Sir 
John) had said that pretensions had been 
set up by American jurists of no mean 
standing, whose opinions had received a 
certain amount of consideration from the 
press of the United States; but he had 
not uttered at any time a single sentence 
that would lead to the belief that he 
doubted the entire sovereignty of this 
country over the inshore fisheries. But 
everybody acknowledged that the Goy. 
ernment of the United States had now 
admitted our rights in a fuller degree 
than they had ever done before, not only 
by their offer to admit the products of 
our fisheries into their markets free, in 
consideration of these fisheries, but by 
their leaving it to an independant arbi- 
tration to say how much they should pay 
in addition for such privilege, Whatever 
question of doubt, therefore, might have 
been raised, had now been set aside. It 
had been alleged that we were ceding ter- 
ritorial rights for a money consideration, 
There never wis a more unworthy attack 
made to influence the minds of the peo- 
ple of this country than the attempt 
made to show that this was a question of 
ceding territorial rights for money. He 
would refer to the State papers which had 
been brought down to show the position 
the Government had taken oa this quesa 
tion, and which the hon. gentlemen oppo. 
site had signified their apvroval of, It 
had been called a * capitulation,” but the 
Same page of the Treaty which gave to 
the people of the United states the right. 
to enjoy the inshore fisheries, contained a — 
concession of precisely the same Character 
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follow them by exposing the absurdity of 


member for Peel who, in his eloquent ad~ 
dress, which had so charmed the House, 
_ let a flood of daylight into the sophistries 
of the hon. member for West Durham, 
and thoroughly established his fallacy. 
Nobody who had listened to that hon. 
gentleman could fail to see, as his argu- 
ment proceeded so logically from point to 
point, that that which had been presented 
_to the House by hon. gentlemen opposite 
as an astounding discovery, proved to be 
‘nothing more thar. the most idle vaporing, 
entirely unworthy of the consideration of 
the House. They had spoken of the arti- 
cle of Treaty affecting the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence, as something like a 
“mighty surrender of the river. Well, 
what did that surrender amount to? 
_ What was Canada really parting with? 
What did the House understand as to 
that point, after all the laboured efforts 
_ that had been made to prove that the St. 
_ Lawrence ought not to be surrendered ? 
Did not hon. gentlemen opposite know 
_ that as long ago as 1826 the United States 


sl 


had demanded the right to navigate the 


‘iver; that they had pvt _ forth 
this claim not in the shape of 
_& privilege which they were ask- 
‘Ing, not as a concession which 


should be granted to them, but as a right 
to which they were entitled; and when it 
Was refused by England as a right, as hon. 

gentlemen would see, it had been refused, 
by referring to the State papers on the 
subject, the United States declined to ac- 
Cept it as a concession? In what position 
were they now? Were they any better 

han before? he concession, if 
concession it could be called, had been 
Made; but they had been compelled to 
acknowledge, by giving reciprocal privi- 
leges to Canadians, that they had not a 
tight to the St Lawrence. Hon, gentlemen 
Opposite said that what the Americans con- 
ceded was of no advantage, because there 
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was no value to Canada in the navigation 
of the rivers of Alaska, and that it was 
conferred in any case by the old Treaty 
with Russia. But he held that, if that 
Treaty was still binding a hundred times 
over, the article in this Treaty was, never- 
theless, of substantial value, because it 
coupled with the right to navigate the St. 
Lawrence the right also to navigate the 
rivers of the Territory of Alaska. It thus 
showed, and would always continue to show, 
proof of the fact that what the United 
States asked from Canada on the one hand, 
they were obliged on the same paper to 
give to Canada with the other. If it was 
then yielding a privilege to admit them to 
the free navigation of the St. Lawrence, 
they were committed to the same policy 
by giving us the same right in regard to 
the rivers he had mentioned. These were 
the quibbles with which the House was en- 
tertained in the absence of all argument 
on the part of the hon, gentleman opposite, 
in reference to this important question. 
(Hear, hear.) It had been stated by the 
hon. member for Peel, in the course of his 
speech, that the treaty of 1871 conceded 
less to the United States than the Reci- 
procity Treaty of 1854. He (Dr. Tupper) 
dared say that this had taken many by 
surprise; but the hon. gentleman had 
good reasons for saying what he did. Hon. 
gentlemen opposite had said that the right 
to navigate the St. Lawrence was the only 
lever, or one of the principal levers we 
had, in order to effect reciprocity; but 
whatever lever we had for application in 
that direction was not in the use of the 
river itself in its natural state, but in the 
use of the canals which rendered the na- 
vigation practical. Well, it was to be ob-« 
served that the canals which the Treaty of 
1856 bad givin up to the use of Americans 
were preserved by the Treaty of 1871, to 
be used by the Canadian Government and 
people as a lever for obtaining Reciprocity 
atsuch time and in such a manner in fu. 
ture as might be considered advisable. 
(Hear, hear.) He would now come to the 
question of the fisheries, that other lever 
which was to be used in conjunction with 
the St. Lawrence to obtain a Reciprocity 
Treaty, and he would ask those gentlemen 
who talked so lightly about this question, 
if they quite understood what the free 
entry of fish and fish oil into American 
markets meant? If anything could en- 
lighten the House upon that point it was 
the intelligent and interesting argument 
which was presented to the House last night 
by the hon, member for the county of Halix 
fax. That hon. gentleman had imparted an 
amount of information upon the subject 
which the House had listened for in vain 
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from other hon. members, and he had been 
able to do so for this reason: that there 
was not amanin the House, he (Dr, 
Tupper) was bold enough to say even 
in the presence of active and enterprising 
members who more particularly repre-. 
sented the fishing interests in the Province 
of Quebec—there was not perhaps a man 
in the whole of Canada who was better 
acquainted with the question, or who was 
a higher authority in every thing that re- 
lated to it, than that hon. gentleman who 
had made a colossal fortune out of the fish- 
eries He stood in the position of a man 
who had devoted his whole life to enter- 

rises connected with the fisheries of the 

aritime Provinces, who had given them 
his most careful study and attention, and 
who had become possessed of every infor- 
mation concerning them. When he, there- 
fore, told the House that the ‘l'reaty, in- 
stead of being asale and betrayal of our 
fishery rigbts, was a measure which would 
enrich the fishermen of the,country, pro~ 
mote its prosperity, and increase its hap- 
piness,in every way, he,(Dr. Tupper) would 
place that statement against the random 
assertions of hon. gentlemen opposite. 
(Hear, hear.) It was indeed a more con- 
vincing argument that the right step had 
been taken than anything that was in his 
(Dr. Tupper’s) power to say. Hon gentle- 
men opposite affected to treat this matter 
of the free entry of fish and fish oil 
into the United States as insignificant, and 
dealt with it as if it amounted to nothing 
in considering the advantages and disad— 


‘vantages of the Treaty. But what were 


the facts! Why, that the fishermen of the 
small Province of Nova Scotia, with a po» 
pulation of about 350,000 altogether, had 
been compelled in consequence of the 
duties levied upon their fish in the only 
market which was available for them, to 
remit last year to the United States by 
way of duty, no less than the sum of be- 
tween $500,000 and $600,000. (Hear, hear.) 
The removal of the duty would give relief 
to that extent to the fishermen of Nova 
Scotia, and that was the mode in which 
the fisheries had been ‘‘sold,’’ as the fresh 
water gentlemen on the other side of the 
House were inclined to view it. (Laughter.) 
Well, how had they been ‘‘sold,”” and how 
had the cry upon that point arisen ? Every- 
body knew that the member for West 
Durham had sounded a note of alarm last 
year, and endeavoured to agitate the 
people of this country in regard to the 
Treaty, and he (Dr. Tupper,) would have 
a word to say as to the time and manner 
in which this work of agitation had been 
commenced and carried on. The hon. 
member tor Lambton had repudiated a 
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statement that had been made by the First 
Minister, in which it was charged that 
hon. gentlemen opposite had followed ia 
the wake of the Toronto Globe in opposing © 
the Treaty ; that, instead of having opinions — 
of their own upon so great and important a 
subject, vhere was a power behind them 
which marked the course they should pur- 
sue; that they were unable to resist this in« 
fluence, and that, if it were not for its im- 
perious exercise, they would not be found 
in Opposition to the Treaty to-day. The 
hon. member tor West Durham had adop- 
ted the same line in relation to that state- 
ment; but what were the facts? Let him 
(Dr. Tupper) examine them for a moment, 
for they were of the deepest possible sig- 
nificance. The hon. member for West 
Durham had declared that the Opposition 
was prepared to pursue a pati lotic course 
in relation to this question, and that it — 
would have come to the support of the 
First Minister, if he had refused to carry — 
out a negotiation which was injurious in its 
effects to the interests of this country. 
That statement sounded very well, and he 
(Dr. Tupper) had no douvt from the sin- 
cerity of tone in which it was made that 
the hon. gentleman had brought himself — 
to believe that such would have been his 
course in the House if the First Minister 
had acted in that way. He thought, how- 
ever, that the history of the case would 
scarcely bare out that assertion. On look- | 
ing into that history what did they find 
had happened? In the month of May the 
Globe newspaper published a statement — 
that the Treaty had been signed, and on 
the 13thit published the Treaty in extenso, — 
together with an editorial, which con- 
tamed the patriotic and significant remark 
‘‘that the whole question was now before — 
the country,” and that it ‘trusted it 
would be discussed in a manner free from 
partisan bias, and worthy of its great im- 
portance.’”’ He did not pretend to quote 
the exact language employed, but he did 
not overstate its nature when he said that — 
it was in ahigh degree patriotic. Soon, 
however, the Globe, with far-seeing eyes, © 
discovered clouds on the horizon, first in 
one direction and then in another. An 
election was pending in Nova Scotia, and 
the party there which was opposed to the 
Dominion Government was taking ground 
against the Treaty. The Legislature of 
New Brunswick was in session at the 
same time, and on the first flush of the 
moment, without waiting for full informa- 
tion on the question, it came to a hasty 
and very strong decision, condemning in 
advance the provisions of the Treaty. 
That took place on the 18th, and on the 
following day, the 19th, the @lobe’s patrio- 
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tic aspirations in reference to the mode in 
_ which the question should be approached 
and dealt with were scattered to the winds ; 
and then came out an article of a column 
in length, in which the most fiery denun- 
 giations possible were showered on the 
Treaty. Upto that time the hon. mem~ 
pers for Lambton and West Durham had 
been silent on the subject. 

 - Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE —No. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER, insisted that it was 
so; and that, if the hon gentleman exa- 
mined the papers in the library, he would 
find that the statement was borne out by 
the record. The speech of the hon. mem- 
ber for West Durham, in which he an- 
nounced his opposition to the same Treaty, 
was delivered on the night of the same 
- day that the «lobe came out in its denun- 
 giation. He thought that was the true ac- 
count of the matter, and if it was the 


case— 
Hon. Mr MACKENZLE—No; it is not 
_ the case. 
Hon. Dr. TUPPER—If that was the 
case. the hon gentleman did not deserve 
~ much credit for patriotism, either in 
- treating the question in the first place, or 
for their proffer of support to the Go- 
_ yernment, provided a different course had 
been pursued. (Hear, hear.) The hon. 
member for West Durham had said that, 
as the Government had expressed its dis- 
approval of the Treaty, it might rely upon 
their support. He (Dr. fupper) thought 
there was room for very grave doubts on that 
point: for when his colleague, the Minister 
_ of Public Works, went down to Quebec, and 
ina public speech there stated that the 
Government had protested against the 
Treaty, what had happened? If there 
was any sincerity in the statement of the 
hon. member for West Durham, if he and 
the Globe—that great. organ of the opi- 
nions of hon. gentlemen opposite—telt 
anxious, as was pretended, to strengthen 
“the hands of the Government in resisting 
this great injustice to the country, what 
- would they have said as soon as the an- 
nouncement of the Minister of Public 
Works was made? ‘hey would have said, 
«Thank God the country is saved. We 
- found that the Government was committed 
to the Treaty, but now we are glad to find 
that it is free and untrammelled, with 
perfect liberty to deal with it as in the 
interests of the country may be deemed 
_ pbest.”” Was that what they said? No, far 
from it; but the hon. gentleman went 
- pack to his newspaper, and the moment 
it was found that, to a certain extent, the 
hands of the Government were tied, and 
‘that it would not announce itself as op- 
‘posed to the ratification of the Treaty, a 
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column of violent abuse appeared, in 
which the Government was assailed for 
pursuing what was called a “ vacillating 
course”? in relation to the question, 
(Cheers ) Instead of treating it as a cause 
for congratulation by the country that the 
Government was protesting against Ca- 
nada being compelled to make concessions 
without what was considered a just equi- 
valent, the hon. gentlemen opposite 
showed their animus against the Ministry, 
and proved that it was not so much the 
rejection of the Treaty as the opportunity 
to use it, as they had used everything else 
that had come to their hands, however 
gigantic might be the interests affected, 
and however deeply these interests under- 
laid the safety and welfare of the union, 
and the prosperity of this Dominion. 
They wanted to employ it as an engine for 
accomplishing their own political purposes, 
irrespective altogether of the good of the 
country; and they played fast and loose 
with the question, dealing with it not as 
it would serve the interests of the people 
of the Dominion, but as it would give them 
the chance of aiming a deadly blow at 
those to whom the administration of affairs 
of this country was committed. (Cheers.) 
The hon. member for West Durham had 
said, in relation to the fisheries, that their 
value was about seven millions. He (Dr. 
Tupper) would ask the House to examine 
with him for a moment whether their 
value had been lessened or increased by 
anything contained in the Treaty. He ad- 
mitted, indeed he had no hesitation in 
saying that, when the Treaty first appeared 
there was a feeling of disappointment 
among the people of the country which 
was shared in also by the Government, 
because there was not a renewal of the 
reciprocal arrangements of the Treaty of 
1854, Every body knew that that Treaty 
had been beneficial to this country; and 
that, in a still higher degree it had been 
beneficial to the people of the United 
States; and there was a general desire 
that there should be a renewal of arrange- 
ments that had proved so materially ad~ 
vantageous. When the Treaty of last year 
was first published, then, it undoubtedly 
excited a good deal of disappointment in 
that respect. What were the reasons that 
had caused this tailure to obtain what so 
many in both countries thought desirable? 
It seemed to be forgotten toa great ex- 
tent by the press and the people in diss 
cussing the question, that, between 1854 
and 1872, a great change had taken place 
in the relative commercial positions of the 
two countries. Everybody knew that the 
right of the Americans to fish in our wa~ 
ters, granted in ’54, was at that time an 
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extremely valuable concession, an enorm- 
ous one, indeed, which had greatly ins 
creased the prosperity of the American 
fishing trade, there being then no duty to 
lessen the competition of fishermen of the 
Maritime Provinces. But what was the 
case now? Was not everybody aware 
that it was entirely different? Why, upon 
the terms on which the right was granted 
—the condition that the duty on fish 
should be removed, and Janadians ad- 
mitted on an equal footing to the Ames 
rican market— where were the fishermen 
of the United States? Was it not known 
that they were almost in a state of overt 
rebellion? The hon. gentleman had asked 
for proof that they were opposed to the 
Treaty. Well, the proof, there was plenty 
of it, was to the fore. Public meetings 
had been held in Boston, as well as 
throughout the fishing districts, at which 
Congress had been memorialized to pre- 
vent this injury from being done to the 
American fishing interest. It had then 
also been placed on record that the Treaty 
struck a fatal blow at that interest, inas- 
much as, while in 1855 American fisher~ 
men were able to compete with Canadians, 
because they had no high taxes to pay, 
and the cost of outfit was much less than 
at present, the war and the burdens it 
had left behind had so changed the pos 
sition in relation to this question, that 
every Canadian fisherman, who had the 
fish in the sea at his own door, with the 
other advantages of cheap vessels and 
cheap equipment, if he belonged, as no 
one doubted, to the same courageous and 
adventurous class as the Americans, en- 

tered into the competition with an ad- 
_ vantage of 40 or 50 per cent. in his favor. 
(Hear, hear.) That was the ground the 
Americans had taken, who were most 
concerned in this interest; and he (Dr. 
Tupper) would ask if there was a man in 
this House, no matter from what Pro-— 
vince he might be, whether from Untario 
or Quebec, Nova Scotia or New Brunswick, 
who would say that the Canadian fisher. 
man was deserving of any consideration, 
if he was not able with that premium in 
his favor to meet the competition not only 
of the United States, but of the world ? 
(Hear, hear.) Why then, instead of the 
Treaty surrendering our fishermen and 
fisheries to the destructive competition of 
the foreigner, the result would be—and 
mark his words, the fact would soon show 
it—that the American fishermen who 
employ their industry in the waters of 
Uanada would become like the American 
lumbermen who engaged in that trade in 
the valley of the Ottawa; they would 
settle upon the Canadian soil, bringing 
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with them their character for enterprise 
and energy—and splendid industrious men 
they were—would become equally good 
subjects of Her Majesty, would give this 
country the benefit of their talents and 
their enterprise, would infuse some of 
their indomitable spirit into our people. 
(Cheers.) Was there anybody who could 
doubt as to the effect of removing the 
duty which was now levied of two dollars 
per barrel for mackerel and one dollar for 
herrings; of taking off this enormous 
bounty in favor of the American fisher. 
men, and leaving our fishermen free and 
unrestricted access to the best market for 
them in the world? Was there any one 
to doubt that the practical result would 
be to leave the Canadians, in a very short 
time, almost without any competition at 
all? And yet, hon. gentlemen opposite 
pretended to believe that the Act which 
would produce such a state of things as 
that was a surrender, a ‘‘ base surrender” 
if the House pleased, of our rights in the 
fisheries of this country. The newspaper 
press of Canada, and especially the press 
representing hon. gentlemen opposite, 
had for a long time held out the idea that 
Parliament and the Government must prov 
tect the poor struggling and industrious 
fishermen of Nova Scotia and the other 
provinces against the operation of this 
lreaty, which, it was held, would be ruin- 
ous to them in every way. Gradually, 
however, light began to break in upon 
them, until at last they discovered this 
extraordinary fact, that while the clauses 
of this Treaty which related to Canada 
were held by every intelligent fishermen 
to be a mighty boon, as something which 
would take the taxes oft them and relieve 
them from hundreds of thousands of dol_ 
lars tribute that they were now compelled 
to pay toa foreign nation, the fishermen 
of the United States were, on the other 
hand, just as much averse to the Treaty 
a8 our own people were anxious that it 
should be carried into effect. (Hear, 
hear.) How different would the future 
be under this Treaty from what it would 


certainly be if the present state of affairs _ 


were to continue. What was the result 
before? Why, many of our fishermen, 
were compelled to go to the United 
States, abandoning their homes in Canada, 
in order to place themselves upon an 
equal footing with the Americans ; and 
not only was their industry lost to this 
country, but they went to man the 


American navy, so that the very bone and © 


sinew of the Dominion were placed in a 
position in which, in case of a collision, 


they would be compelled to act against — 
us and against the country which had given — 
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them birth. (Hear, hear.) It was hardly 
_ neccessary that he should refer at length 
_ toa point in regard to which our interest 
_ was so plainly marked out; but he would 
‘Say @ word or two upon a remak that had 
fallen from the hon member for Lambton, 
who had asked the Minister of Justice 
_ why it was that the seaside fisheries, which 
_ were so valuable, had been given up, 
_ while the fresh water fisheries had been 
preserved; and also why fish from the 
_ one was to be free from duty, while fish 
_ from the other was not. If the hon. 
_ gentleman would take a trip to the 
Maritime Provinces, where they did not 
see sO much of him as they would desire 
to see of one who was so distinguished 
_ among the public men of Canada, he 
would probably be able to learn someu 
_ thing upon this and other points which 
_ would be advantageous to him. The 
_ fisheries of the great lakes and those of 
_ the sea were entirely distinct, and had 
_ been so dealt with in the Treaty, for this 
reason, that to a great extent the pro. 
ducts of the lake fisheries were sold as 
fresh fish in the United States, upon 
_ which there was no duty levied. 
_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.—No, no. 
_ Hon.Dr. TUPPER.— More than that. The 
_ system now adopted by the Americans to 
some extent was to employ in addition to 
the inshore fishermen, who were engaged 
in the ordinary trade, middle-men who 
bought up the fish in a fresh state, 
packed them in ice, and sent them 
on to the Market while still in that 
condition; so that it was quite pos- 
‘sible that, while there was no duty 
on fresh fish, salt fish would be lias 
ble to av almost prohibitory duty. Lt 
Was easy to see, therefore, why principles 
apparently antagonistic should have pre- 
vailed in the Treaty. The hon. gentle 
man from North Huron, who had spoken 
80 forcibly to-night, had said he would 
like to know what explanation the Com- 
-Inissioners could give for refusing to ac- 
cept free salt, free coal, and free lumber 
irom and after 1874, and their subsequent 
acceptance of the less liberal offer. ‘The 
answer was avery simple one, and had 
already been fully given to the House. 
it was not necessary that he (Dr. Tupper) 
should add a single word to what had been 
8 eloquently said in reference to his hon. 
colleague, the First Minister; but after 
all that had been said by hon. gentlemen 
Opposite, as to the mode in which he had 
discharged the great duty and trust com- 
mitted to him, he could not refrain from 
making some allusion to it. He did not 
believe, notwithstanding all the com- 
plaints that had been made, that there 
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was a sfiipla Wea of character among 
those who sat opposite, who, if his Sov 
ereizn had tendered to him an invitation 
to serve on that Commission would have 
felt for a moment that there was any 
feeling of patriotism, any sense of public 
duty, which would make him shrink from 
accepting the commission, or restrain him 
from discharging the duty it imvolved 
(Hear, hear.) He would go even a step fur- 
ther and say that he had too highan opinion 
of the patriotism and loyalty of hon. gen- 
tlemen opposite, at least the leaders of 
them, to suppose for a moment that there 
was a man of character amongst them 
who would assume the responsibility —the 
grave and serious responsibility —of saying 
that the members of that commission 
should have undertaken to question the 
instructions which, under the weight of 
the authority and sanction of the Crown, 
had been sent out from England, as the 
result of the best deliberations of the 
English Government, and as to what was 
best for the safety and welfare of the 
whole Empire; or he would say further, 
that, if the question had been put to the 
Commissioner from this country in this 
manner, ‘Will you sign this Treaty to 
which the entire people and press of Eng- 
land attach the most vital consequences, 
which is regarded as being of the utmost 
importance for the future well-being of 
the whole Empire, provided everything 
to which you take exception is left to the 
decision,—whether to accept or approve, 
to confirm or reject—of your own free, 
unrestricted, and uncontrolled Parlia- 
ment?’ Supposing the case had been 
put in that way, he had too high an 
opinion of the hon. gentlemen opposite, 
to believe for an instant that they could 
find a man in their ranks who, in any such 
great crisis in the affiirs of his country, 
and having regard to the momentous ques- 
tion not only of the important relations 
with a foreign power, but of the relations 
of this colony with the Mother Country, 
would, if he had been in the position of 
a Commissioner, have taken the fearful 
responsibility upon his head of saying, 
‘¢ Kven though you do reserve to our Par- 
liament a final decision upon the matter, I 
will refuse to sign the Treaty, although it 
may be fatal to the hopes of a friendly 
settlement of questions between the two 
countries, may be expected to place the 
Empire in peril, and may throw England 
back and destroy all hopes of a peaceful 
solution of existing difficulties.” (Cheers). 
He (Dr. Tupper) did not believe there 
was 4man amongst them who would be 
willing to have assumed such a load of 
responsibility. If there was he felt assur- 
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ed that that man would not, on his res. 


turn, have received an enthusiastic recep~ 
tion from the people of this country, but 
rather than the finger of scorn would have 
been pointed at him as a traitor, not only 
to the highest and holiest interests of the 
Empire, but a traitor to the people of 
Canada as well. (Loud Cheers.) The 
member for Huron asked the meaning of 
the retusal of free coals, and free salt, and 
free lumber after 1874; and yet the ac. 
ceptance of fresh fish and fish oil at a 
later period. The matter was perfectly 
intelligible. The hon. gentleman com- 
plained that he did not find arguments in 
the protocols on the matter. He could 
not know the facts. He could not know 
that the protocols were not prepared till 
the last thing, so as to give the general 
principles on which the results were based. 
The hon. gentleman ought to be satisfied 
with the extract from the speech of the 
chairman of the Commission, quofed by 
the Minister of Finance, showing that rex 
ciprocity had been struggled for in the 
most determined way possible, »nd had 
only been given up when nothing more 
could be done. A good deal had been said 
about the ‘‘national policy,’’ and he might 
say that gentlemen opposite had not the ex- 
cuse they had urged for their action in that 
matter. Hon. gentlemen opposite treated 
the fisheries as of little value. When he, 
night after night, struggled to get Parlia- 
ment to adopt the principle of protection 
he had always maintained, as he did now, 
that there was nothing more necessary to 
the prosperity of the country than reci- 
procal trade with the United States, and 
it was under that impression that, in the 
discharge of his duty, he struggled with 
the Government and Opposition, and com- 
bined with hon. gentlemen opposite who, 
he thought, were acting in good faith, to 
endeavour to secure the adoption of the 


policy which he considered the only means | 


to secure reciprocity. When the Presi- 
dent of the United States declared in his 
annual message to Congress that the policy 
of the United States was opposed to reci- 
procity, and that it would be purely in the 
interest of Canada, he (Dr. Tupper) felt 
that it must be obtained by the rigid ex. 
clusion of Americans from Canadian fish» 
ing grounds. That exclusion was tried, 
and then, when there was every indication 
of success, gentlemen forgot the duty 
they owed to their country, and, in com- 
bination with those who had been most 
loud in favour of that policy, struck it 
down. Hon. gentlemen demanded why 
‘they were not told by the Government 
what the effect of their action was on the 
Commission, ‘The Government had it not 
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in their power to give such information. 
What they knew was in the strictest con- 
fidence. and they could not state it with- 
out bringing dishonour and discredit on 
the ‘irst Minister. He desired to vindi- 
cate the Goverament from the charge of © 
having failed in their duty in this matter, 
and he was reminding hon. gentlemen 
opposite that he stood up in his place and . 
implored them to hold their hands from a ~ 
policy so suicidal; stating that every one 
must know that the question of the fish- 
eries would be considered at the Confer- 
ence; and that as Canada wanted recipro- 
cil trade so much, and as that was what 
the First Minister was struggling for, he 
asked hon. gentlemen if in that crisis they 
were prepared, for the mere purpose of 
obtaining a temporary triumph over the 
Government, to reverse the policy that 
had been so successfully instituted. But 
his appeal was in vain; and it was no won- 
der when the news came that the action 
of the Canadian Parliament had entirely 
changed the aspect of the matter in 
the United States, that the offer pre- 
viously made was withdrawn. If the hon. 
gentleman wanted to know why the First 
Minister did not accept the offer when 
first made, it was this: He said—‘ You 
ought to give us more. You gave us more 
in 1854. If you want the same privileges | 
you then enjoyed you must give us more.” | 
But when the hon. gentleman was ita } 
a gallant and probably a not ineffectual 

struggle to advance the great agricultural 
interests of the Provinces, hon. gentlemen 
opposite combined to strike down his — 
hand. He had then to adopt the Treaty 
orjto take the responsibility of striking 
the deadliest blow possible at the interests 
of the Empire. He was in favour of the 
‘Treaty, because it was the only means left 
to obtain reciprocal trade, by allaying all 
enmities between the two countries. This 
was already found to be the result, and — 
every one who had visited the United — 
States since the ratitication of the Treaty © 
came back in favour of it, for the reason 
that there was a wonderful difference in 
the state of feeling in the United States 
towaids Canida. All the acrimonious feel- 
ing that formerly existed had been allayed. — 
Let Hon. gentlemen study the proceedings 
ot Congress, and they would find the same 
change evidenced there. The member 
for West Durham stated that, if Canad& 
had continued the policy of exclusion, the 
American fisheries would very soon have 
utterly failed, and they would have been 
at our mercy. This wasa great mistake. 
Last summer he went down in a steamer 
from Dalhousie to Pictou, and fell in with — 
a fleet of thirty American fishing vessels, 
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which averaged 300 bbls. of mackerel in 
three weeks, and had never been within 
ten miles of the shore ; and from this the 
member for Durham would see that the 
_ exclusioa of the Americans was not quite 
as efficient as we imagined. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
_ they were within the headlands. 
Hon. Dr. TUPPER said he could not 
_ speak as to that ; but this question was alto- 
_ gether a captious one, for it was well known 
- that the headland limit had not been en- 
_ forced for years. He maintained that the 
- member for West Durham gave up the whole 
argument when he spoke of bounties 
being necessary to enable the Americans 
_ to compete with the Canadian fishermen. 
: If, however, the hon. member would read 
_ the proceedings of Congress, he would find 
that the question of bounties had been 
scouted from the very first, and that it was 
admitted on all hands that asystem of 
bounties was utterly impossible ; but 
further, the highest system of bounty 
_ would be £400 to a vessel, while the relief 
- would amount to $1,200; and therefore 
_ the bounty could not, under any circum- 
_ stanses, do away with the advantages on 
_ the side of Canadian fishermen. He again 
- referred to what he termed the.unpatrio- 
 tie-action of mem st year. : 
_ Hon. Mr. HOLYLON thought the hon. 
gentleman was out of order in reflecting 
_ on the action of the House. ; 
' Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said it 
was not out of order for the action of the 
_ House was always open to appeal. . 
- Hon. Dr. TUPPER said he was quite 
satisfied to find the hon. gentleman ack. 
- nowledged that a reference to his former 
action was a reflection. 
Hon. Mr. HOLTON said, however that 
- might be, the hon. gentleman assumed the 
_ responsibility of that action. 
- Hon. Dr. TUPPER said that was under 
_ compulsion. If hon. gentleman would read 
astatement recently made by the chairman 
ofthe Committee of Ways and Means of 
the United states they would see that it 
would be impracticable for the United 
States to adopt a policy that would count- 
eract the advantages derived by Canadian 
fishermen. He wouid now ask hon. gentle- 
men to turn their attention to the effect 
of the Treaty on the shipping interest of 
the country. The member for Halifax had 
told them that he went to visit a fishery in 
_ which he was concerned, when the Treaty 
of 1854 was in force, and found that, out 
_of forty or fifty vessels, scarcely one was 
American; but that on another occasion, 
after the abrogation of that treaty, among 
an equal number of vessels, scarcely one 


was Canadian. It must be remembered 
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that our marine amounted toa million 
tons, and the House would see that, 
whether in connection with the fishery or 
the ship-building interest, the value of 
the Treaty could not be overrated. He 
would now refer tothe state of public 
Opinion in Nova Scotia. When the Treaty 
first became known the Nova Scotia Gov- 
ernment puta very strong resolution in 
their journals. Since then the Treaty had 
been promulgated to the world, and had 
been read by every tisherman in the Pros 
vince, and now the same House had been 
in session for over two months, and there 
had not been one word of disapproval of the 
Treaty. He believed that the feeling in 
Nova Scotia was that Parliament could not 
inflict greater wrong on them, and covld 
not paralyze their industries more than by 
refusing to ratify the Treaty, which pro- 
moted and protected the great national 
industries without injuring a single inters 
est, or being counterbalanced by a single 
drawback; and that a refusal would also 
tend to prevent the obtainirg of reciprocity 
in the future. He was not so well prepared 
to speak as to New Brunswick; but the 
same thing took place there. ‘The New 
Brunswick Legislature at first strongly 
opposed the Treaty, but though they had 
now been six or eight weeks in session, 
there was not a single hostile resolution on 
their records. As to Prince Edward’s Island, 
the Treaty was as good as accepted. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
they had repealed the former resolutions, 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said he would not 
detain the House turther, and regretted 
that he had trespassed so long at so late a 
stage of the discussion; but the question 
was one in which not only the interests of 
Nova Scotia and Wew Brunswick and the 
whole Dominion were concerned, but also 
the interests of the Empire, and he would 
not have done justice to himself if he had 
not given utterance to his views. The 
hon. gentleman took his seat amid loud 
cheers. 

Mr. JONES (Halifax) had come to the 
House in full expectation of being able to 
sustain the Government in the course they 
had taken in regard to the Treaty; but 
he did not think that the causes of diffi- 
culty between Canada and the United 
‘States had been removed. He was sur- 
prised to hear from the hor. gentleman 
that Nova Scotia would save largely by the 
operation of the Treaty. According to 
his calculation the saving of last year 
would have been only $90,000 instead of 
$600,000. He agreed that the Recipro- 
city ‘lreaty was to the advantage of Nova 
Scotia, but such could not be said of the 
present Treaty. {n his opinion there was 
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no comparison between the two. Had an 
exclusive policy been adopted, Canada 
could have controlled the United States 
market to the advantage of the Canadian 
fishermen. He had watched most care- 
fully the arguments on both sides of the 
House as to the headland question, but 
could not gain from them that a solution 
had been found to that question. He had 
made a comparative statement for several 
years, and found that the exports during 
the Reciprocity Treaty were only seven 
per cent more than since its termination. 
He referred to the superior appliances of 
the Americans for fishing, by which they 
are enabled to fish the whole year round, 
while Canadians can only fish for half that 
period. Since the American war and the 
return of their seamen to the fishing 
grounds, they have competed and would 
continue to compete with Canada for the 
West India trade. He denied that the 
Canadian fishermen were all in favor of 
the Treaty. Some of them were, and 
every annexationist of Nova Scotia was 
in favor of it, as tending to a closer poli- 
tical union with the United States. Look 
at the great mineral wealth requiring de« 
velopement in Nova Scotia. Seventy-five 
per vent of the coal raised finds a market 
in the United States; but we find that the 
trade has been in a languishing condition 
since we lost Reciprocicy. The Minister 
of Justice had asked that no troublesome 
question should be raised during the dis- 
cussion of the Treaty; but the question 
put by the hon. member for Peel would 
almost suggest that the Americans had an 
inherent right to our fisheries. The Gov- 
ernment of Newfoundland and Prince 
Edward’s Island, although they had the 
same interests as we had were willing to 
yield to Imperial wishes with reference to 
the ratification of the Treaty, They took 
a high course, and were willing to make 
sacrifices, and their conduct stood out in 
striking contrast with the action of the 
Dominion Government. The course taken 
by these two Proyinces was worthy of all 
praise. As one of the representatives of 
Nova Scotia he was not willing to give the 
United States the only advantage we bad. 
which would be done by allowing them 
to come and fish in eur waters. ‘The 
Treaty would take out of our hands the 
only thing we ever had to secure a fair 
measure of reciprocal trade between the 
two countries, In the best interests of 
the Dominion of Canada he: would yote 
against the ratification of the Treaty. 

Mr. KILLAM would vote for the fishery 
clauses of the Treaty ; and thought thata 
majority of the representatives of Nova 
Scotia would favor its ratification as the 
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best means of securing peace between the 
two countries. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON moved the adjourn. 
ment of the debate. 4 
Hon. Sir JOUN MACDONALD would 
not oppose the motion, coming as it did 
from so distinguished a member of the 
House as the hon, member for Chateau. 
guay; but he hoped that the debate 
which had now lasted some days, would 
terminate to morrow, and wished that it 
should stand first on the orders of the 

day. 
The House adjourned at 11.50. 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, 15th May. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at half 
past nine, p.m. 


LIGHT HOUSE. 


After presentation of a number of peti« 
tions, 

Hon, Mr. KAULBACK asked whether it 
is the intention of the Government to 
make provision in the Supplementary Esti- — 
mates for the construction of a Lighthouse 
on Green Island, off St. Margaret's Bay, 
for the better protection of the large in- 
terest engaged in Shipping and Navigation 
along the Southern Coast of Nova Scotia ? 
lhe hon. gentleman alluded to the impor- — 
tance of the work, and pressed its cone 
struction in strong terms on the attention 
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. _ 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied that the — 
matter was under the consideration of the - 
Government who were aware of the im- 
portance of the work, and would probably — 
come to a favorable decision respecting it, 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wepvespay, May 15th, 1872. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.20 
p.m. 

After routine, 


NEW BILL. 


Mr, HARRISON introduced a bill to in-— 
corporate the United Dominion Sugar Beet 
Root Growers and Manufacturers’ Com-~+ 
pany. Read a first time. 


THE TREATY BIULL. 


‘be orders of the day being then called, 
Hon. Mr. HOLTON resumed the debate 
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upon the second reading of the Treaty 
measure. He said that, in the very few 
observations which he proposed to address 
tothe House, he would avoid, as far as 
possible, travelling over beaten ground: 
and indeed in the present condition of his 
“health, and at this staze of the debate— 
_ this being the fifth night of the discussion — 
he would gladly avoid addressing the 
House at all. But the supreme importance 
_ of the subject, and his somewhat peculiar 
relations to it and the Government alike, 
forbade that he should give an entirely 
“silent vote upon it. In alluding to his some- 
what peculiar relations to the question, he 
would refer to the painful necessity he 
found himself in of differing from 
“his hon. friends from Ontario with 
whom he usually acted in this House. 
(Hear, hear.) In stating the reasons 
for the vote he proposed to give, he 
would not allow a word offensive to the 
‘hon. gentlemen to escape his lips, while 
he would claim for himself that credit 
or motives of patriotism which he was 
villing to accord to them. (Hear, hear.) 
Among the members who had addressed 
the House from that side on this subject 
he stood almost alone, he thought, as an 
original friend of the Treaty; and he had 
been a friend of it, not because he regarded 
‘it as a perfect measure, a perfect instru- 
ment, for it contained many things which 
he would gladly have seen omitted, and 
there were many things omitted which he 
ould gladly have seen dealt with; but on 
the whole it constituted, in his judgment, 
an earnest and hopeful effort to settle long 
Outstanding difficulties between the Em- 
pire to which we belonged and the great 
neighbouring Republic (Hear, hear.) 
Holding that view, in spite of all objec. 
tions he perceived in the details of the 
‘reaty, he had accepted it from the earliest 
Moment. He had communicated his views 
to his hon. friends in the West, and he 
had, in every circle, social and political, in 
which he had mingled, expre:sed the views 
he entertained upon this subject from the 
art, with the utmost freedom. He had 
not, therefore, come down tothe House 
With new light upon the question. If any « 
thing could have shaken the convictions 
he had formed upon it, it would have been 
the masterly speech of his hon. friend 
from West Durham, a speech which, upon 
he whole, he did not hesitate to pronounce 
0 have been the most powerful that had 
ver been delivered in the Canadian Par. 
ament. In much of what the hon. gentle- 
man had said, shewing the manner in which 
the Government bhai dealt with the subject, 
e (Mr. Holton) went with him heartily; 
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reasons and arguments he had advanced 
against the essence of the Treaty itself. 
(Hear, hear.) He (Mr. Holton) supposed 
it would be admitted on all hands that this 
was not a treaty to which Canada would 
have become a party as an independent 
country. It would also, he thought, 
be admitted that it was not a treaty to 
which England would have become a 
party if she had not these Provinces as 
part of the Empire. This consideration 
elevated the whole question to the domain 
of the Imperial policy, and made the object 
to be gained not what was best for Canada 
or for England, but for the Empire as a 
whole. He thought, therefore, and the best 
consideration he was able to give the sub- 
ject convinced him, that upon the whole 
in the interests of the Empire at large, and 
of this country as part of it, the Treaty 
should be accepted. (Hear, hear.) The 
question was whether we were called upon 
to make an undue share of the sacrifices 
which the ratification of the Treaty involv- 
ed. Upon that point his mind was fully 
made up. It had been said that we had 
nothing to do with the Alabama claims. If 
we were not a part of the Empire we cer- 
tainly should not have anything to do with 
them ; but, being a part of the Empire, he 
maintained that no part of the Empire had 
an equal interest with us in the peaceable 
settlement of that question. He had no 
apprehension of war with the United 
States, but war mivht arise, and we could 
not afford to live in a state of uncertainty. 
We could not afford to leave those questions 
unsettled, as they would interfere with our 
capacity to raise money, to take a vulgar 
view of the matter. Since the claims for 
indirect damages had been advanced, the 
credit of Canada had suffered in the 
market. Capitalists were very sensitive, 
and they would not venture when there 
was danger in the distance. Capital was the 
most sensible of all things; it cared noth- 
ing for polities, for boundary lines, or for 
subtle questions of loyalty. Therefore, from 
our material interests, there could be no 
question that we were greatly interested in 
the peaceable solution of the Alabama and 
all other questions. With regard to the fish- 
eries: it had been alleged that we had 
surrendered them without a proper equis 
valent. He would join issue with those who 
took that view. More reticent than the 
hon. President of the Council, he did 
not propose to put arguments into the 
mouths of General Butler and others to 
show the advantages the people of Canada 
would gain, Those advantages were free 
trade advantages; but they were advan« 
tages which to the protectionist mind 
would unquestionably strengthen their 
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hands very much, and we knew well the 
strength of that party in the United 
States. He beleived that the advantages 
of the fishery clauses to us were quite 
equal to anything we conceded to the 
United States. (Hear, hear.) As to the 
question of the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence, he admitted that that was the 
most objectionable part of the Treaty. 
He had failed to discover any good reason 
- for making that concession. The conces- 
sion might practically be a barren one; 
but his conviction was that the tree navi-. 
gation of the St. Lawrence carried with 
it, by necessary implication, the right to 
our canals, or the right to c nstruct canals 
of their own in our territory. There was 
no reason for this concession. There was 
no reason why the navigation of Lake 
Michigan should not have been stipulated 
for in perpetuity, as a free navigation ot 
the St Lawrence was conceded in per-~ 
petuity. If that had been done there 
would, in his cpinion, have been a fair 
equivalent, and he considered that the 
Government had in this matter been re. 
miss. That was his chief objection to the 
‘Treaty ; but he did not consider that that 
was sufficient to induce him to vote for 
the rejection of the Treaty. He thought 
the Government had to make out a better 
case then they had done for the concession 
of this right, and he trusted that they 
would do so; but regarding our policy of 
the past as having favored the free navi- 
gation of the St. Lawrence, it being to our 
interest to open the St. Lawrence’ to 
American trade, he would be very sorry 
indeed to hinge opposition to the whole 
Treaty on that point. Holding that view, 
if the Minister of Justice had come down 
to Parliament, as he held he was bound to 
do, viewing his responsibility for the 
Treaty which he had signed as our 
representative, and asked their acceptance 
of it, he would have had from him (Mr. 
Holton) an unswerving support. He 
would say one word upon this question of 
responsibility. The hon. Minister of 
Finance had asked him whether he could 
cite a precedent of a British Commissioner 


refusing to execute the instructions 
of the British Minisiry. He would 
answer that question by putting 
another. Could he (Sir Francis) state 


any instance of a British Prime Minister 
allowing himself to be placed in a position 
in which he was called upon to act in 
matters affecting the interests of England, 
without holding himself responsible to 
Parliament? He (Mr. Holton) maintain- 
ed that the duties and responsibiltes of 
of vhe Prime Minister of Canada, with 
respect to Canadian interests were pre- 
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cisely co-extensive with the duties of — 
the Prime Minister ot England, with re~ | 


Bill, 


spect to English interests; that was his 
answer, and he thought it a conclusive 
one. 


on this subject. He supposed it would 


not be denied that, if the Minister of ~ 


Justice had refused to execute the Treaty, 


the Canadian clauses would never have © 


been executed ; and, ifthe Treaty in re. 
gared to Canadian interests were as bad as 
the minute of 28th July represented it, 
it was his duty, at whatever hazard, to 
have refused to put his name toit. He 
considered the position of the Minister of 


Justice, in asking Parliament to ratify 


the Treaty after the ground he had 
taken in the minute of 28th July, a very 
anomalous one, and he thought that hon. 
gentleman must by this time wish that 
they had never penned that famous 
minute. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—Not at all. 

Hon. Mr, HOLTON—‘‘Not at all!’ He 
(Sir Francis) had denounced it in stronger 
terms than the Government had in their 
minute ot July? They howled louder 
than the Grits against the Treaty; yet be. 
cause they got a small compensation for 
accepting the Treaty, they came down, 
swallowed their own declarations, and in- 
vited Parliament to affirm that 1t was 
after all a splendid treaty. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—We never 
said so. 


Hon, Mr. HOLTON—The drift of the © 


debate on the Government side had been, 
that opposition to this bill would endgn~ 
ger the position of this Country with Eng~ 
land. ‘ihe guarantee for the Pacific Rail- 
way was the measure of British connection, 
according to the arguments of the hon. 
gentleman (Sir Francis). It was worth 
more in his (Mr. Holton’s) opinion; but 
at the very lowest they could not deny 
that their position involved this:—that a 
bad treaty was rendered a good one by 
that guarantee, 


treaty, and thought thit all the advantage 


we got in that guarantee might have been © 


got in a more manly and straightforward 
wiy, by separating our application for the 


guarantee altogether from the question of — 


the Treaty. ‘The Pacific Railway partook 
So largely of the character of an Imperial 
work that we might have applied to Eng: 
land to aid us directly in the construction 
of that work. It was empathically an Im- 


perial work. and he believed that the ar- — 


guments in favour of such aid would have 
been unanswerable, if the Government 


had not belittled our position by stipu-— 


lating that on condition of our accepting 
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He would allude to one point more — 


He considered it quite 
inadequate to change the character of the. 


Treaty 
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the Treaty this guarantee should be given. 
This guarantee depended upon the fate 
of the Treaty, because it was only to come 
into effect when the 'l'reaty was ratified ; 
he hon. gentlemen had shut the door 
against any proper application to the Im~ 
‘perial Government on the question of the 
Pacific Railway, and he thought that, in 
that, at all events, the people of Canada 
He had 
lready spoken longer than he intended. 
He did not feel strong enough to go into 


had strong ground of complaint. 


he question at the length he desired, and 
vould simply state, before sitticog down, 
that he would vote for the motion of the 
on. member for West Durham as mark-x 
ng his reprobation of the course of the 
overnment, but ke would vote against 
the amendment of the hon. member for 
‘South Oxford, because its effect was to 
defeat the ‘Treaty altogether. Being a 
friend of the Treaty he would not give any 
Bots to that effect. The motion of the 
hon. member for West Durham, if it pre- 
pated, would not prevent the second read- 
ing of the bill, and he therefore had no 
hesitation in voting for it That motion 
being disposed of, he would vote for the 
econd reading. 

Hon. Sir GEU. E. CARTIER hoped the 
House would pardon him for addressing 
a few words to it at this late stage of 
he debate, on the important question 
under discussion. Although the matter 
2ad been argued fully on both sides of the 
‘House, he thought there were one or two 
points which had not been touched upon 
in regard to the favourable consideration 
of the bill. But before coming to the 
consideration of the merits of the ques- 
tion, he hoped he might be allowed to 
bring to the remembrance of the House 
debates which took place some years ago. 
t might be remembered that, during the 
great discussion that had taken place be-~ 
tween his party and the liberal party of 
Upper Canada on the subject of repre= 
sentation by population, he had on one 
occasion made a speech which had after- 
wards been called by his political oppos 
nents, ‘The great codfish speech.” 
2 aughter.) His object in that speech 
was to show that, although in some res- 
pects the resources of Upper Canad. out- 
weighed those of Lower Canada, yet the 
latter had in her gulf fisheries a valuable 
urce of wealth, and that the reciprocity 
1854 was due to the American appre - 
ation of the value of those fisheries. At 


verlooked their utility and richness, but 
ow he found, from the speeches that 

been delivered in this House by 
on, members from Ontario, that a due 
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appreciation of the value of the fisheries 
of Quebec was entertained in the West. 
Indeed, those honourable gentlemen had 
raised greater objections, and made more 
trouble with regard to these fisheries, 
than those who were more particularly 
interested in them, and could hardly find 
words now to express their sense of their 
value. It was thusseen that the estimate 
he had formed of the fisheries at that time 
was correct, and was now practically ac- 
knowledged to be so by the policy of his 
political opponents from Ontario. The 
reason the Government had offered prox 
tests in relation to the treaty was because 
they had set a high store on them, and 
desired to obtain larger concessions in 
return for them than had been given by 
the Treaty. Hon. gentlemen from the 
Maritime Provinces must not consider 
that they were alone interested in this 


‘question ; for the Province of Quebec, in 


her Gulf and Labrador fisheries, was 
equally as much interested as the sister 
Provinces. He was glad to make these 
remarks at the outset, because some hon. 
gentlemen from Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick had spoken as if they were the 
only Provinces blessed with the wealthy 
fisheries, while the fact was that the yield 
of fish in the Province of Quebec com- 
pared most favoraoly with the yield in the 
other Provinces. (Hear, hear.) The Gov- 
ernment then, as far as it had been called 
upon to act respecting this matter of the 
Treaty, was aware of the immense value 
of the fisheries, and knew that, to permit 
the Americans to fish in our waters upon 
the same footing with our Canadian fisher- 
men, was giving them a great advantage, 
and they had done all they could, and all 
it was their duty to do by way of repre- 
sentation and remonstrance, in order that 
the fisheries should be used so as to gain 
for Canada greater advantages in the di- 
rection of reciprocity of trade than those 
secured by the treaty; failing to obtain 
that, they had obtained the next best 
thing. The same contention and remon- 
strance must have been made by the Com-< 
missioners who negotiated the Treaty, 
since there was a clause in it which pro- 
vided that there should ba money con- 
sideration payable to Canada, if upon arbi- 
tration it was shown that the value of 
the fisheries opened to the enjoyment of 
the Americans, was greater than the value 
of the American fisheries thrown open to 
the Canadians. Several hon. gentlemen 
opposite had endeavored to make it ap= 
pear that the l'reaty was a cession of ter- 
ritorial rights. Now, it was merely a tariff 


arrangement, and nothing else. (Hear, 


hear.) He used the expression advisedly ; 


575 


it was simply a commercial regulation; 
with the additional provision that, if we 
gave to the Americans more than they 
gave tous during the twelve years the 
Treaty remained in operation, the excess 
of value should be ascertained by arbitra- 
tion and paid to us as a money compensax 
tion. That was all. It was a tariff ar- 
rangement, as he had said, and there was 
no cession of territorial rights, for if it 
had been proposed it was the duty of this 
Government to represent to the Imperial 
Government that there should be no such 
cession. It was still fresh in their mem. 
ory what had taken place in New Bruns« 
wick with regard to the Maine boundary, 
and they were not disposed to let the 
Imperial Government or the Commission- 
ers lose sight of the fact that they were 
aware of what was going on, and that 
they were opposed to anything that would 
bear the appearance of a cession of terri- 
torial right. Thus the Treaty, as it was 
finally concluded, imparted no such ces« 
sion, (Hear, hear.) He had listened 
with great pleasure to all the hon. gentle» 
men who had spoken on the other side, 
and particularly to the hon. member for 
West Durham ; and his colleagues and him- 
self had been struck with the fact that 
during the first two hours of that hon, 
gentleman’s speech he had drawn all his 
arguments from documents that had been 
prepared at the instance of the Govern 
ment. (Hear, hear.) He was glad to see 
that the reasons which had been presented 
.to the Imperial Government in order to 
secure liberal treatment for Canada, were 
80 highly appreciated by the hon. gentle- 
men opposite, and were held te be so con. 
clusive as to form the principal arguments 
addressed to the House by them. lt was 
a matter of surprise to him, however, that 
the leaders of the opposition, who had 
spoken so eloquently and forcibly 
upon the subject, instead of taking 
their argument from the newspapers 
which had discussed the Treaty in an un. 
friendly spirit, had drawn all their 
inspiration from documents which the 
Government had prepared for submission 
to the Imperial Government, He 
acknowledged and felt it to be a high 
compliment, when such able men looked 
for arguments to sustain their course in 
papers that had been written by the 
Government. (Hear, and laughter.) He 
would now address himself to some por- 
tions of the speech of the hon. member 
for West Durham that had not yet been 
answered. Jhe hon. gentleman had divid- 
ed his speech into three topics—first, the 
cession of territorial rights ; second, the 
legality of the Treaty as far as it conceded 
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the navigation of the St. Lawrence; and | 
third, the Fenian claims. On the first 
topic he had labored to make it appear 
that he implied cession of territorial rights, 
but he had not sueceeded in making out 
his case. He had acknowledged that no 
harm had been .done, because power was 
reserved to the Canadian Parliament and 
people to reject or confirm the work of the 
Commisssoners. When the hon. gentle. 
mon afterwards referred to the navigation 
of the St. Lawrence, he had laid down a 
proposition of international law which 
was entirely incorrect, and knowing, as 
he did, the legal ability of his fon. friend, 
it had surprised him to hear such a 
doctrine put forth. It had been urged 
that, as the fishery clauses of the Treaty 
had been reserved for the decision of this 
Parliament so, too, ought the article 
relating to the St. Lawrence, because that 
river from St. Regis downwards flowed 
between banks which on both sides were 
Canadian territory. The hon. gentle- 
man held too that the Confederation Act, 
by giving this Parliament power to legis- 
late upon navigation and shipping, con< 
ferred the right upon Canada of legislating 
with regard to the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence ; and that, therefore the con-« 
sent of Parliament to this article of the 
Treaty should have been sought. That 
part of hon. member’s argument had not 
been answered, and he (Sir George) would 
address himself to the false legal pretens 
sions advanced by_hon. gentlemen. The 
reason that the articles of the Treaty pro- 
viding for the free admission of fish and — 
fish oil had been reserved for the decision , 
of Parliament, was that their operation 
depended upon the repeal of customs 
duties, which could only be removed by 
an Act of the Canadian Parliament. There 
was also another reason:—By the Con- 
federation Act the Parliament of the 
Dominion had a right to make laws res- 
pecting the territorial domain of Canada, 
It was conceded that the sea within three 
marine miles of the shore was part of the 
territory of the country, and that vessels 
of other nations had a right to navigate — 
those waters for any purposes of trade 
other than fishing. What made it neces - 
sary that the assent of Parliament should 
be obtained to the right of vessels to fre- 
quent these waters for fishing, was that, 
in order to carry out the fishing profitably, 
it was requisite that fishermen should land 
their nets and use the shore for the purs 
pose of drying and curing; that is to say, — 
to use our territory for that purpose, As_ 
it rested with this Parliament to determine — 
who should enjoy such a right as that, the — 
Commissioners in this instance knew that 
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‘ the assent of Parliament was necessary 
_ before those articles could become ope- 
i rative. From that necessity the hon. 
_ member for West Durham had argued 
( by inference that the right to navigate the 
_ St. Lawrence ought also to have been 
made subject to the sanction of Parliax 
_ ment. The hon. gentleman was wrong in 
_ that view. The Confederation Act, in 
_ giving power to legislate upon matters of 
_ navigation and shipping, had not given 
_ the Parliament of the Dominion more 
_ power than was previously possessed by 
_ the late Province of Canada and the Pro- 
_ vinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. 
_ Before Confederation those Provinces had 
_ power to legislate upon certain questions 
_ connected with navigation and shipping, 
such for instance as questions relating to 
the registration of vessels navigating in~ 
land rivers and waters. When those who 
promoted Confederation came to consider 
how the different legislative powers should 
be distributed they had provided that 
_ jurisdiction over navigation and shipping 
should belong to the Dominion Parliamext 
_ and not to the Local Legislatures. What 
_ had surprised him was to find that the 
_ hon. member for West Durham, who was 
__ learned in the law, and one of the leading 
. legal authorities of Ontario, should have 
fallen into the mistake of supposing that 
_ the Dominion Parliament had complete 
_ jurisdiction in that respect. (Hear, hear.) 
If the hon. gentleman would refer to the 
Consolidated Statutes of Canada, enacted 
- in 1859, he would find an Act under the 
_ title ‘‘ Trade and Commerce,” respecting 
_ the registration of inland vessels. He 
would also find another enactment for the 
_ more effectual prevention of the desertion 
_ of seamen, and a third respecting the nas 
_ vigation of Canadian waters. Then if he 
- would turn to the Statutes of the Lower 
_ Provinces, he would find there also that 
legislation had been adopted with respect 
to interior navigation, and jurisdiction 
_ over vessels of a certain tonnage had been 
left entirely to provincial legislatures. 
_ Now in the Confederation Act the words 
_ “Navigation and Shipping’? merely rex 
_ ferred to those matters of navigation and 
_ shipping which had been left previously 
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_ by the Imperial Parliament to the juris- 
diction of the Legislatures of the late Pro- 
- vince of Canada and of the Provinces of 
_ Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. He (Sir 
_ George) did not intend, however, to rest 
_ his case merely on inferences, because he 
_ could prove as he had done to the hon. 
gentleman, that he himself had been a 
_ party to a measure that had been brought 
: before this House, and could hardly have 
_ escaped his recollection. Well, it was 
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known to members of the House that, by 
an Imperial Act of 1849, England threw 
Open to vessels of the whole world, all 
her ports, not only in Great Britain, but 
in every British possession. By the repeal 
of the navigation laws in 1849, every 
foreign ship acquired a right to enter any 
British port without let or hindrance, no 
matter what the national flag she carried. 
With regard to coasting trade, however, 
there was one exception, for neither in 
England, the Channel Islands, nor in any 
British possession could a foreign vessel 
take on board goods and passengers at 
one British port, and make for another 
and land them there, without first touch~ 
ing at some foreign port, ‘There was also 
another exception in the Act. No power 
was given to any British colony to legis. 
late on any matter affecting foreign vess 
ae but leave was given to any of the 
British possessions to represent by address 
to the Imperial Parliament any legislation 
they might desire with regard to the 
coasting trade within the limits of such 
colony; and then the Imperial Act author- 
ized Her Majesty in Council to apply a 
remedy, if it was thought proper that a 
remedy should be granted. Now this was 
the legislation which took place in England, 
and which as it were created a revolution 
in regard to the commercial navy, because 
as England had two years previously deter- 
mined on the policy of free trade she 
could not as a matter of course continue 
to maiatain any exclusive system in re- 
gard to navigation; the Customs Act of 
1853 repealed the provision contained in 
the Imperial Act of 1849, with regard to 
the coasting trade, and gave power to the 
provinces to represent by address their 
grievances, in order to obtain a remedy 
from Her Majesty should she think proper 
to grant what was asked. When the old 
provinces became confederated a difficulty 
arose with regard to the provisions con~ 
tained in the Customs Act of 1853, the 
Merchants’ Shipping Act of 1854, and the 
subsequent Imperial Act amending the 
Act. Before Confederation the Merchants’ 
Shipping Act provided for the registration 
of, not only sea-going vessels, but vessels 
navigating the inland rivers, and the old 
Provinces had the right to legislate with 
regard to shipping and navigation. He 
was instrumental, with his hon. friend 
from North Lanark, in representing, in 
1868-69, to the Imperial Government and 
Mr. Bright as President of the Board of 
Trade, the anomaly which existed arising 
out of the Confederation Act. He ex- 
plained that, after Confederation, the 
Americans presumed that the Dominion 
of Canada contained several Provinces in 


579 


each of which a port could be made; and 
upon the representations of hmself and 
the member for North Lanark, forming 
the delegation to England, that the Dos 
minion ought to be viewed as one port 
only by American and foreign vessels, an 
Imperial Act was passed amending the 
Merchants’ Shipping Act, respecting cer-~ 
tificates to be given to Masters and Mates. 
The Dominion of Canada was authorized 
to legislate with :egard to the coasting 
trade, but such legisl.tion was to take 
place before the expiration of two years 
after the passage of the Imperial Act, any 
legislation on the subject by the Canadian 
Parliament to be reserved for Her Majesty’s 
assent. The Parliament of Canada had 
passed two acts under that Imperial au- 
thority. both of which were sanctioned by 
Her Majesty. The argument of the mem- 
ber for West Durham, that the naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence ought to have 
been left for the approvai of the Parliament 
of Canada as well as the fisheries was 
fallacious, England had acted according 
to imperial law, and according to the in. 
ternational law. The hon. gentleman had 
resorted to a sort of inferential argument: 
he had referred to the 'l'reaty of 1854, 
and stated to the House that by that 
Treaty the question of the navigation of 
_the St. Lawrence was left to the ratification 
of the Canadian Parliament at the time. 
He (Sir George) denied such a statement. 
The high contracting parties to the Treaty 
convened at Washington in 1854, treated 
and determined upon the matter upon 
which they were authorized to treat irres- 
pective of the legislation of any of the 
Provinces affected by that Treaty. ‘That 
Treaty interfered with the customs duties 
of the Provinces, and in taking effect was, 
as matter of course, ratified and approved 
hy the Provinces, but only to the extent 
of the questions in which they were con— 
cerned ; that is to say, the customs duties. 
He quoted the articles of the Treaty of 
1854, by which the United States were 
aliowed the privilege of using the St. Law. 
rence and Canadian canals leading to the 
ocean, on the same terms to tolls as 
Canadians; it being understood that the 
British Parliament retained the right of 
suspending the privilege on giving due 
notice thereof to the United Siates. He 
called the attention of the House to the 
fact that this right was reserved to the Im- 
perial, and not the Canadian Parliament. 
On other hand the Americans received 
Canadian produce into the United States 
free of duty. similaily reserving the right 
to suspend that previlege. He also quot- 
ed from the legislation of Canada carrying 
out that part of the Treaty of 1854, and 
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referring to Canada; but in which no re- 
ference was made to the navigation of the 
St. Lawrence; and yet, he said, the mem-~ 
ber for West Durham had tried to make an 
inferential argument in order to prove that 
the question of the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence ought to have been left for the 
ratification of the Parliament of Canada as 
well as the fisheries. They had a right to 
make laws affecting matters within the 
territorial limits of the Dominion ; but they 
had no right to make laws affecting, as it 
were, the navigation of the St. Lawrence or 
particularly any part which Her Majesty 
had reserved to herself the right to legis- 
late upon. He thought the House would 
agree that he had succeeded in destroying 
ihe principle basis of the argument of his 
hon. friend from West Durham with regard 
to the navigation of the St. Lawrence. 
The hon. gentleman had been answered 
by others who had spoken on the subject. 
No one would think that Canada had 
the power to exclude American vessels 
from navigating the St. Lawrence. The 
hon. member for Chateauguay had stated 
that his chief objection to the Treaty was 
the free navigation of the St. Lawrence. 
There were such things as the Falls of 
Niagara and the Cedar Rapids; and the 
Imperial Government, in giving the right 
to the Americans to navigate the river 
over which it had power, had been cautious 
in the Treaty of 1854, as also in that under 
discussion, to provide that with regard to 
the canals, the Americans must submit-to 
any tolls levied upon vessels by the laws 
of the Province through which they passed. 
The Americans could not go over the land, 
and could only use the canals on payment 
of tolls, and he could not agree with the 
objection of his hon. friend. The hon. 
member for Chateauguay was logical ia one 
of his conclusions, namely, that he would 
vote for the Treaty ; but, when he said he 
should vote for the amendment of the 
member for West Durham, because it did 
not abrogate the Treaty, he was mistaken. 
that amendment involved a vote of want 
of confidence; and if the Government were 
defeated they would have been defeated 
on the Treaty. There was, however, no 
danger of this; and when that amendment 
was voted down, he would be glad to have 
the hon. member voting with the Govern- 
mert for the second reading, and he con- 
gratulated the hon. member on his cour- 
age in having separated himself from his . 
Ontario friends. The principal opposition * 
to the Treaty arose in Ontario, and it seem- ° 
ed that the gentlemen from Ontario want- 
ed every question affecting the whole 
Dominion treated from an Ontario point of | 


view. He had many friends in Ontario, ~* 
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but so long as these tactics were carried 
on the Opposition would certainly remaia 
where they were. On the subject of the 
_ Fenian claims, the hon. member for West 
Durham had become quite sentimental, 
speaking of widows and young men who 
had lost their lives, and asked whether an 
Imperial guarantee would compensate such 
cases as those, If the hon gentleman 
would read the estimates he would see 
that appropriations were asked for suffer~ 
ers by these raids, and in addition the 
Militia Act provided that pensions should 
be granted to those entitled to receive 
them. Parliament was, therefore more 
sympathizing than the member for West 
- Durham, for they made immediate pro- 
vision for sufferers, while he wanted them 
_ to wait till the claim was paid. But sup 
| posing that Canada had received a money 
_ payment instead of a guarantee would that 
- money have gone to the sufferers? No. 
He now Gesired to address himself more 
_ particularly to those friends from Quebec, 
who, during the course of twenty years 
_ had given him their confidence, and whom 
he had brought again and again through 
_ Parliamentary struggles, where their votes 
_had not been popular at the time; but 
_ where they had been on the side of justice 
and right. This had been the case in votes 
on Confederation, the question of justice 
to Nova Scotia and the formation of Mani. 
fioba and British Columbia into Provinces; 
- all which matters Ontario had been 
wavering and uncertain, while Quebec had 
stood firm; and in the present case, the 
case of the Treaty, he again hoped to see 
_the representation of Quebec firmly united 
‘in its favor. The member for Peel had 
spoken of the joss England had sustained 
‘in the fall of her old ally, France. Of 
course they must regret that France 
was not in a position to act as a 
‘powerful ally to England, as she had 
been previously, but one-third of the 
ppopulation of the whole Dominion were 
of French origin, and what a satisfaction 
it would be to England to find the repre- 
‘sentatives of the entire French population 
E C.inada reidy to consent to the ‘Treaty, 
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and so help the Empire to settle her pre- 
sent difficulties; and he therefore, hoped 
to see those representatives in a solid 
body voting for the Treaty. ~(Cheers.) 

It being six o'clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


_ Hon. Sir GEO, E. CARTIER repeated in 
rench the arguments he had previously 
advanced in English x 

Mr. CAMPBELL (vysboro’) said that 
the hon. members for the County of 
alifax, and for Shelburne, who had spo - 
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ken upon this question, had been known 
to him for a very long period of time; and 
from their position were peculiarly quali- 
fied to speak on the subject of the fisher~ 
les. He could, with the greatest conti- 
dence, commend their remarks, counsel 

and advice to the most favorable consi« 
deration of the House. Another gentle- 
man from Nova Scotia had also spoken, 
who represented a constituency (Yar- 
mouth,) the active and enterprising cha- 
racter of whose population was a guaran. 
tee of the soundness of his views. In 
1854 it was his (Mr. Campbell’s) lot to be 
a member of the Legislature of Nova Sco- 
tia, when it became his duty to p2ss upon 
the commercial arrangements made at that 
time with the United States. Similar obs 
jections to those made against this treaty 
were made against that. The prejudices 
and hostilities of a particular class of the 
population, supposed to be effected by 
that measure, were invoked and sought to 
be arrayed against it. The most unscru. 
pulous means were resorted to for the 
purpose of Operating upon them. Not. 
withstanding that unworthy course, not.- 
withstanding that a general election was 
about to take place, he had felt it to be 
his duty to give his support to that mea- 
sure, and assist in the ratification of the 
Treaty. He had never repented that vote, 
and he had represented the same constis 
tuency ever since. (Hear, hear.) What 
were the consequences of that ‘I'reaty ? 
At a very early period after its ratification 
he had had an opportunity of observing 
its beneficial effects, not only in his own 
constituency, but throughout the Pro. 
vince at large, and, when the Treaty was 
abrogated, a cloud seemed to have arisen 
which overshadowed the whole land, and 
brought in its train discontent eas well as 
adversity. That happened at a most in 

opportune moment, for about the same 
time the union of these Provinces was ac- 
complished, ciusing in Nova Scotia a most 
threatening state of the public mind. He 
felt that the disposition evinced on ac- 
count of the repeal of the Treaty, and the 
harsh terms in which the people were 
disposed to express themselves in rela- 
tion to the consummation of the Union, 
were attributable in no little degree to the 
general embarrassment that ensued in 
consequence of that abrogation. The 
Treaty now befove the House was of a some- 
what similar character, and his consti 

tuents regarded it entirely in that light, 
Under the operation of the system that 
had prevailed since the repeal of the 
Treaty of 1854, the fishermen of Nova 
Scotia had, toa large extent, become the 
fishermen of the United States. They had 
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been forced to abandon their vessels and 
homes in Nova Scotia and ship to Ameri- 
can ports, there to become engaged in 
aiding the commercial enterprises of that 
country. It was a melancholy feature to 
see thousands of young and hardy fisher- 
men compelled to leave their native land 
to embark in the pursuits of a foreign 
country, and drain their own land of that 
aid and strength which their presence 
would have secured. (Hear, hear.) There 
was another evil in connection with this 
matter, that, not only were they forced 
to aid in promoting the welfare of another 
country, but they were led, by being so 
gradually alienated from the land of their 
birth, and led to make unfortunate con- 
trasts and comparisons to the detriment 
of the country to which they belonged; 
because in the country to which they de~ 
parted they derived benefits that were 
unattainable in their own. (Hear, hear.) 
Another evil of the present state of things 
was the impediment thrown in the way of 
ship building by the depression caused in 
the business of the country. While Nova 
Scotia had mechanics who were able to 
build vessels that would compete in every 
important respect with those built by our 
American neighbors, the commercial im- 
pediments thrown in the way of Ameri- 
cans fishing in Canadian waters had an in- 
jurious effect upon the ship building in- 
terest. It had been said that the conces- 
sions obtained by the Dominion were not 
equivalent to the concessions which were 
granted to the United States. Upon that 
point he regarded what had been said by 
the Minister of Justice about the privi- 
leges of Canadians resorting to American 
waters for the purpose of procuring bait, 
as being of great importance. He be- 
lieved that to be a very valuable and im- 
portant concession. (Hear, hear.) He 
did not regard the American inshore fish 

eries as of such little value as had been 
represented, for he knew that frequently 
American fishermen left our coast and res 
sorted to their own waters, where they 
received a valuable recompense for chang- 
ing their venue and base of operations. By 
the treaty of 1818 American fishing vessels 
were not permitted to enter our harbours 
except for the purpose of obtaining wood, 
water and shelter. This limitation had pro- 
duced a great deal of dissatisfaction, and 
did injustice to our shore population. Du- 
ring the existence of the reciprocity treaty 
those vessels were constantly in our waters, 
engaged in a mutually advantageous busi- 
ness with the merchants who lived on 
shore. Both parties desired a renewal of 
that relation, which would decidedly be 
to the advantage of Nova Scotia. It was 
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because he desired to restore to the peo. 
ple of Nova Scotia the advantages of that 
reciprocal trade, that he was ardently anx-. 
ious for the ratification of this Treaty. ‘l'o 
use a phrase that had been employed on 
both sides of the House, his constituents 
had “set their hearts upon it?’; and as far 


as his voice and vote went they would sure- | 


ly have it. (Cheers.) He was extremely 
sorry that the Treaty had received the 
opposition it had, nor could he satisfy his 
own mind that such opposition was called 
for by any interest in the country. If the 
Treaty was objectionable to the people 
how came it that there was no expression 
of popular feeling against this measure? 
How was it that there were no petitions 
presented -against it? How was it that 
boards of trade and chambers of com- 
merce, which were always so watchful of 
everything connected with the commercial 
interests of the country, had sent no re- 
monstrance and uttered no objections? 
(Hear, hear.) Why all this reticence if, 
as some hon. gentleman maintained, there 
was a deep grounded antipathy to the 
Treaty throughout the land? Here was a 
measure, one of the most important that 
could ever be brought before this legisla~ 
ture, or was likely ever to come before it, 
which was declared by some hon, gentle- 
men to be a betrayal of our rights*jand 
fatal to our interests; and yet the great 
body of the people had not uttered a word 


against it, but had left it to their repre- 


sentatives to do what it was not common 
for them to do when great interests were 
ab stake —act without the sentiments of 
their constituents being specially declared. 
(Hear, hear.) Treating the subject from 
a broader than a mere local point of view, 
he held that the maintenance of good 
will between the people of Canada and of 
the United States was of the very first im- 
portance to both, and also to the people 
of Canada as a portion of the Empire. 
The continuance of good relations between 
them had been threatened. Events con- 
current with the late civil war in the 
United States had led to a state of 
feeling which it was most desirable should 
not be continued. These two great na- 
tions had by this Treaty adopted a mode 
by which those differences might be heal- 
ed, by which that unhappy and dangerous 
state of things might be remedied. They 
had provided a mode by which the horrors 
and barbarities incident to a state & war 
would henceforth be avoided, and the 


mild@r weapons of reason, and argument — 


and justice be considered as the true ex- 
ponents and the best test of the right of 
nations. 


(Hear, hear.) As regarded indi- b 
Viduals, so it was with respect to nations. — 
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Solutions, where a solution of grave diffi- 
ties and difference was desired, There 
s no mode so well calculated to effect 
that object, so simple, rational, and likely 
to be attended with such beneticial results 
as that in which the individuals or nations 
were brought into direct intercourse; to 
‘state their grievances and frankly acknow- 
ledge their responsibility, and when that 
was deferred to call in the aid of some 
impartial friend, by. whose decision they 
would agree to be bound. Acting upon 
this great principle, the heads of these two 
powerful nations had agreed to subseribe 
their seal to this Treaty. The Parliament 
and people of England had followed that 
glorious example. In that great arena of 
eloquence and patriotism political gladia-« 
tors had cast aside the ordinary weapons 
of their warfare. Parties had been hushed ; 
Yival leaders had spoken together in 
harmony and accord; the interests of 
‘millions of population of England and 
America; the interests of hundreds of 
millions of the earth’s inhabitants, the 
Progress and civilization, the peace and 
general welfare of the world had been 
consulted, and in that great arena, in 
that great Parliament, the people, by 
their representatives, and their repre 
sentatives by the sanction of the people, 
had approved and ratified that mode 
of settling international differences, 
(Cheers.) And yet we here in Canada were 
asked to take another course. We were 
asked to reject this humane, this benevos 
lent, this philanthropic mode of settle- 
ment. We were asked io reject the res 
sults of the labors of those pious and 
good men who had taken part in these 
deliberations. Should we do anything of 
the kind? Should we do anything but 
confirm this Treaty? He believed that 
the response of this House would be in 
the negative; and he felt confident that 
with this treaty ratified so far as we could 
Yatify it; with this Bill now before the 
House made a portion of the statues of 
Our country, a new era would occur in re- 
ference to our relations with the United 
States, and a new cause of rejoicing would 
come to the people of the Dominion, that 
their lot was cast in this happy land. 
(Cheers, 
Hon. Mr. DORION said that the subject 
before the House was one of the greatest 
importance to this Dominion, and of very 
_ gave importance when we considered it in 
relerence to its bearings upon Imperial in- 
terests. He alluded to the action that had 
been taken by England with regard to the 
Alabama claims, from the year 1862, when 
Earl Russell had refused to admit any lia- 
bility in this matter, to the time of the 
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formation of the Joint High Commission, 
and argued that the fact of England hays 
ing receded from the position then taken 
was conclusive evidence of the vital impor- 
tance to England and to us of settling 
those disputes and maintaining friendly 
relations with the United States. He was 
not one of those who believed that Eng- 
land had tarnished her honour by the 
Treaty of Washington. He did not believe 
that England had done wrong in the 
course she had pursued with regard. to 
that Treaty. He thought that Great Britain 
had been animated by high, noble motives 
in the course she had taken. It was not 
because of the forty millions of people of 
the United States that England had 
her position, but he believed it was ben 
cause there were four millions of British 
subjects on this side of the line, whose in- 
terests she wished to guard, that Kngland 
had done so—(hear, hear)—and if Canada 
had not been an English colony she would 
not have receded from the position she first 
took. He had not heard it said that this 
Treaty, whether from an imperial or colos 
nial point of view, was a good treaty, ex» 
cept by one hon gentleman, the senior 
member for Halifax, who had advocated 
the ratification upon the merits of the 
Treaty oa colonial grounds. It had been 
said that the Globe had been the first news- 
paper to cry out against the Treaty, but he 
would show that the first cry that was 
raised was by the Ministerial press, and he 
believed at the instance of the Government 
and for their own purposes. The hon. 
gentleman then referred to the Montreal 
Gazette of 13th May, 1871, which contained, 
he said, the full text of the ‘l'reaty, but not 
a word of comment upon it in the editorial 
columns; but on the 20th May, after the 
Treaty had been before the country for a 
week, and after the editors had had time 
to receive their instructions as to how they 
should write, an article appeared in that 
paper, condemning the Treaty and the 
British Commissioners in the strongest 
language, and stating that England had 
degraded herself by signig such a treaty. 
Therefore, the attempt to put the onus of 
the cry against the lreaty upon one pors 
tion of the press was unjust and unwarrant- 
ed. if the dates were compared, it would 
be found that, shortly after the article ap~ 
peared in the Montreal Gazeite, the Leader 
and Teleyraph, and, in fact, all the papers 
supporting the Government, had launehed 
their thunders against the Treaty. On the 
28th July the Government themselves had 
declared that it was not acceptable to the 
Canadian Government or to the people of 
Canada. The Minister of Militia had 
stated that it was not a question of 
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cession of territorial rights; that it 
was merely a financial tariff arrange- 
ment; but that statement did not agree 
with the minutes of 28th July, which 
stated that the Treaty was not acceptable 
to the country for two reasons: first, that 
the principal cause of difference between 
Canada and the United States had not 
been removed, but remained a subject for 
anxiety; and, second, that a cession of ter- 
ritorial rights of great value had been made, 
contrary to the express wishes of the Uan~ 
adian Government; and yet the Minister 
of Militia said it was not a question of ces- 
sion of territorial rights. Nearly the whole 
press of the country had expressed indigna- 
tion at the Treaty on account of material 
interests which had been sacrificed, and 
gentlemen opposite had intensified that 
dissatisfaction at the opening of the dis~ 
cussion by the course they had taken. It 
was all very well for them now to try and 
shift their position, by saying that there 
were higher considerations which should 
induce this House to sanction the Treaty. 
If they had presented it to us as a necessity ; 
if they had stated that it was nota treaty 
that dealt fairly with Canadian interests, 
that it was in the interests of the Empire 
that it should be accepted in order to main- 
tain friendly relations between the two 
great countries interested; if they had 
thus thrown themselves upon the indul- 
gence of the House, he for one would have 
been ready to accord them support. The 
fisheries are so important that we have the 
word of the Ministers themselves that we 
never should have had the Kkeciprocity 
Treaty of 1854 without them; so that we 
have at once abandoned every inducement 
to reciprocity. We have heard that, be- 
cause a majority of the House 
abolished the duty on wheat = and 
coal, we had thereby lost all chances 
of reciprocity. As it is, there is no doubt 
a great sacrifice has been made, and 
the question is whether the money consi- 
deration is sufficient. Prince Edward 
Island, although willing on Imperial 
grounds to ratify the Treaty, made very 
strong representations against it. They 
stated that, in deference to the wishes of 
the Imperial Government, they reluctant- 
ly consented to the Treaty. Newfound- 
Jand, representing the difficulties that 
would embarrass the Government, was, 
however, willing to sanction it. These 
were two outside colonies. Now, looking 
to the Dominion we find Nova Scotia vo- 
ting by thirty to three against it, and this 
just before their election, and they have 
not changed their views since. ‘l'urning 
to New Brunswick, a just newly-elected 
Legislature votes unanimously against 1t. 
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He would have been willing to make any 
sacrifice, as England had to do so; but 
this was nut the ground on which the ra- 
tification was put. It is a meaner and 
lower one; it was a question of the inter- 
est of the present Mimistry. The Finance > 
Minister read the other night extracts _ 
which practically said those interested in 
the: fisheries will be sufferers; but we are — 
afraid that that Treaty will be imposed 
upon them by those least interested in 
its clauses. We were giving up without 
any necessity what would have secured 
reciprocity. (It has been stated that the © 
Premier wasnot representing Canada on 
the Commission; that he admitted, but it 
would have been better to know that they 
were represented, and by a statesman — 
holding the position held by the Premier, © 
It availed us but little that we were re- 
presented there, as the interest of Canada 
bad been sacrificed while be was sitting on 
the Commission. Kven had he not been 
there, and found that England was about — 
to barter our interests, it was his duty to 
remonstrate. He ought to have said to 
England he could have been no more a 
Commissioner, or to the people of Canada — 
he could be no more their Prime Minister. 
As a British Minister he signs with his © 
right hand the Treaty, and comes to Cana- — 
da, and with his left hand pens the mi- © 
nute of Council of 28th July. In the one — 
case he was representing British Interests, 
and in the other he was a Canadian. If © 
his hon. friend could reconcile the two © 
positions, he (Mr. Dorion) could not. He 
could not, without a blush coming to his © 
face, speak of the course adopted by the ~ 
Canada Government. On the 28th July 
they had sent a remonstrance to the Bri- © 
tish Government, which was rephed to by — 
the despatch of the 23rd November, by 
which it would appear that the British - 
Government had not understood the mi- 
nute of Council of 28th July, and on the 
22nd January last the Canadian Govern- 
ment wrote another Order-in Council, ex- 
plaining what they meant. He thought 
the Government had estimated the feel- 
ings and honour of the Canadian people at — 
a much lower value than the people would 
accept They had, as political gamblers, 
sried a game of bluff with the British Gos 
vernment; they asked four millions and 
accepted two and a-half millions, and their — 
object was merely to extort from the Bri- 
tish Government. He thought that no 
man placed in the peculiar position of the 
fremier should have kept his office for 
one moment; but they had seen that it — 
was not for so small a matter as_ the 
‘Treaty that the Government were willing 
to abandon their seats. The President of 
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the Council had stated that reciprocity 
would be the greatest blessing for Canada : 
but last year, when it was a question 

whether the Legislature would risk their 
_ seats tosupport that great blessing, they 
_kept their seats, although they said the 
_ question was of the most vital importance. 


_ It was the same thingagain. TheGovern-. 

ment had decided from first to 
last to carry the Treaty in or. 
der to obtain the Imperial guar- 


_ antee. If hon. gentlemen were willing 
to accept so humiliating a position he was 
not, and he thought he expressed the feel- 
ings of a majority of the people of the 
Dominion, who were not ready to sacrifice 
the interests of the country for a paltry 
_ guarantee. The Minister of Finance asked 
_ what he (Mr. Dorion) would have done. 
_ He would not have accepted the ‘Treaty 
_ for a mere money consideration. He 
would have acted the manly part of New- 
foundland and Prince Edward Isiand, and 
he would have said to England, “The 
_ Treaty is not a satisfactory one; but in 
_ the interests of the Kmpire we are willing 
_ to accept” ; and then afterwards Canada’s 
just claims might have been brought be- 
fore the people of England, and their 
sympathies would have been enlisted in 
_ her favor, and she would have been met 
generously. As the matter now stood, 
however, Ministers would be put to the 
_blush at the elections, for their action in 
holding the Treaty in one hand and a purse 
in the other. He read anextact from the 
Canadian News, to the effect that the brib 
‘ing of Canada was equilly degrading to 
_those who offered and those who accepted 
it, and said the writer did not know that 
the guarantee was asked by the Canadian 
Overnment. He would have desired to 
ondemn the action of the Government, 
and then to support the Treaty; but, after 
Mature consideration, he could only come 
to the conclusion to condemn the Govern. 
‘ment and the Treaty also, considering the 
ircumstances under which it was present.- 
d. He didnot believe Canada would 
ways be a colony; but when the time 
Should come for her to assume the position 
Oi a nation there could be no greater evil 
than that she should separate with the ill 
eeling and coldness of the Mother Country. 
When tue time for separation came, he 
lesired that it should he with England’s 
blessing. He feared, however, that the ac. 
tion of the Ministry would tend to produce 
an impression in England that Canada was 
merely selfish, and would make no sacrifice 
n the interests of the Empire He hoped 
the amendment of the member for South 
Jxtord would be withdrawn, for it had no 
aeaning whatever, while that of the mem. 
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ber for West Durham was a distinct con- 
demnation of the Government. ‘he speech. 
es of the members for Toronto and Peel 
seemed to be mere funeral orations, and 
those gentlemen must have come to the 
conclusion that, after the coming elections, 
the Premier would not be found in his pre: 
sent position. The hon. gentleman then 
repeated his remarks in French. 
Mr. A. J. SMITH (Westmoreland, N.B.)— 
said the question was perhaps the most 
important that had ever come within the 
consideration of the House, for it affected 
our relations with a foreign country as well 
as our relations with the Fatherland. — [t 
seemed to him that it would have been 
more prudent to have discussed the matter 
with closed doors, as the Senate of the 
United States was doing at the present 
moment; for he feared that, instead of a 
feeling of patriotism, party political feeling 
pervaded the discussion, and they knew 
that the First Minister had stated that the 
utterances of members might be adduced 
as evidence before the Commission pro - 
vided for to decide on the relative value 
of the Canadian and American fisheries. 
He desired to say at the outset that he 
should support the Treaty ; but he could 
not agree that it was fair to Canada. But 
the question was, whether it was not ex- 
pedient to adopt it. The responsibility of 
rejecting it would be great. When it was 
first announced, was it not received with 
execration and indignation? If Parlia- 
ment had been called together within 
three months of its annunciation, he 
doubted whether five members would have 
supported it. Sin:e then a great change 
had taken place, not in respect to the 
merits of the Treaty, but in respect to 
the expediency of adopting it, and he 
could only account for this change by the 
altercation that arose between England 
and the United States as to consequential 
damages, and the consequent feeling of 
Canada that it would be almost disloyal 
for her to reject it. He believed, however, 
that there had scarcely ever been a treaty 
between England and the United States 
in which the latter had not the best of it. 
The only case in which no difficulty arose 
was the Treaty of 1804, and it would be 
well to compare that with the present 
Treaty. In the former, England called to 
her aid representatives from every Pro- 
vince of British North America. It was 
not thought for a moment that England 
would enter into a treaty with the United 
States upon subjects affecting Canada. 
This consideration, however, was not ex: 
tended to us now, and this induced htm 
to believe that the ties binding Canada 
to the Mother Country were gradually 
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giving way. The question in dispute, 
when the Commission was organized, as 
far as the fisheries were concerned, was the 
headland question. He referred to the 
several Treaties to show that, in the 
Treaty of 1854, the Americans abandoned 
for ever the right to fish within three max 
rine miles of our shores. Then another 
matter of dispute was the Fenian claims, 
and so, on the suggestion of the Post~ 
master General, negociations were opened 
which ended in the appointment of the 
High Commission. He then quoted from 
the despatches laid before the House, 
showing that the distinct understanding was 
that all matters of dispute were to be 
settled. He desired, however, to ask the 
Government whether, if the present dispute 
between England and the United States 
as to consequential damages did not ter- 
minate amicably, the case relating to Can- 
ada would be affected. He thought this was 
a very important point, for the only consi- 
deration that induced him to assent to the 
bill was that all matters of difference be« 
tween the two countries might be settled 
and arranged. He did not desire to find 
fault unnecessarily, for he was neither in 
favour of annexation or independence, and 
hoped the connection between (Canada and 
England might continue for ever; but he 
must protest against the way in which the 
member for Sherbrooke, of whom he spoke 
in the highesi terms, had been denounced 
and cried down, because he had had the 
moral courage to declare his honest con. 
victions as to the future of the country. 
Referring again to the consideration ex~ 
tended by England to Canada, he alluded 
tothe Treaty of 1854, and asked the 
Finance Minister whether he had not 
been invited to advise and assist as one of 
five Commissioners in making that arrange- 
ment. Now, there had been no such invita- 
tion ; for the First Minister ceased to be a 
representative of Canada the moment he 
accepted an appointment, and sat on the 
Commission as an agent of the British 
Government to do their bidding in all 
things. The hon. gentleman himself knew 
that he was there to carry out the will, not 
of Canadians, but of the British Govern- 
ment, to act upon their instructions, and 
to be governed by their wishes. He (Mr. 
Smith) admitted that, if Canada had been 
represented on the Commission, and that 
if a representative was wanted who would 
guard, protect and advocate the interests 
of this country, there was no man who 
could better discharge that duty than the 
hon. gentleman; but it was not as the re- 
presentative and protector of Canada that 
he had served. Why, look at the proto- 
cols, and it was plain to be seen that the 
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Prime Minister of England directed their 
movements. The hon. gentleman was 
therefore an agent in the hands of the Im- 
perial Government, and as such he was not 
responsible to this House. What he (Mr. 
Smith) complained of was that in the settle- 
ment of the grave differences between the 
two countries, andin the negotiation of 
this Treaty, Engiand had given Canada no 
voice. He thought she ought to have fol- 
lowed the example of 1854, and called to 
her assistance, before concluding so impor- 
tant a matter, some gentleman particularly 
to represent the Dominion in the negotia.~ 
tion. If the Minister of Justice had known 
the true circumstances of the case before 
he accepted the appointment, he (Mr. 
Smith) felt perfectly assured that he 
would never have undertaken the duty of 
the position; and “the only thing he 
could do was to ask the British Gov~ 
ernment not to yield the fisheries with- 
out the consent of the people of Canada. 


‘He (Mr Smith) thought the time had come 


when we in Canada should speak plainly 
upon this subject; when we should let the 
Americans know that we understood it and 
could appreciate their skill in all matters 
relating to diplomacy, and that we felt 
they had always got the advantage of Eng. 
land in every treaty that been negotiated 
between them. Upon this point he quoted 
from the Quarterly Review to show that 
both in regard to the Maine boundery dis- 
pute, and the Alabama and fishery dispute, 
England had made concessions to the 
United States which she would not have 
made, if it had been from a fear of going 
to war. He then came to the provisions 
of the Treary of last year, He believed 
the arrangement it contained was unfair 
to the people of this country; that it did 
not offer them such equivalents for what 
they conceded as they ought to have ; and 
that the Americans had secured a decided 
advantage. He challenged any one to 
point to a single instance where the British 
Commissioners had been successful in ob» 
taining the recognition of any demand 
they had made (Hear, hear.) It was very 
remarkable, too, that when the American 
Commissioners offered to admit salt and 
coal free, and lumber after 1874, they were 
allowed to withdraw it even afterwards, a 
withdrawal which would not be allowed in 
any business transaction between indivi- 
duals. Then in the arrangement about the — 
canals there was the same inequality, for, — 
while the Americans were admitted to all — 
the Canadian canals on equal terms with 

our own people, Canadians were restricted 

in the use of American canals to those — 
which were connected with the St. Law- 
rence and the lakes. Under this arrange~ 
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ment Americans would have access to the 
Bay Verte and other canals in Canada, 
completed and projected, while our people 
would be debarred from many of theirs, 
which he considered to be altogether un- 
fair. {he hon. member for Peel had men. 
tioned the case of the Mississippi as parallel 
with that of the St. Lawrence. He Mr. 
Smith) could find no similarity between 
them. In the case of the Mississippi 
there had been an old dispute. In 1763 
Canada was ceded to England, and Florida 
at the same time. In 1783 a treaty was 
made with the United States, and England 
then restored Florida to Spain. Subse- 
quently the United States bought Florida 
from Spain, and Louisiana from France. 


_ After that purchase they denied the right 


>, "=~ 


_ privilege for ever. 


of France to navigate the Mississippi; but 
he could find no authority to show that 


_ they denied it to England. 


Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER—the same 
rule applied as in the case of England. 

Mr. SMITH denied thatit did. England 
was allowed to navigate the Mississippi 
after it had been denied to France; but 
the Americans claimed that the war of 
1812 abrogated the right, and there the 
matter had rested ever since. He contend- 
ed further that, when the hon. member 


for Sorel endeavoured to show that Eng. 


land had no right to the rivers named in 
the Treaty, because the territory of Alaska 
was ceded by Russia to the United States, 


he had no authorities in support of that 
position. 


With regard to the navigation 
of the St, Lawrence, he conceded the 


_ point that it was no injury to Canada. It 
was the duty of every country to encou- 
rage the carrying trade of another. It 


would be a tenefit to Canada to bring the 
great trade of the West through our 
canals, but to give up forever the soves 
reignty of that river to a foreign country 
was a serious matter. It would be no in- 


_ jury to this country to allow the Ameri- 
- cans to use all our arteries of communica- 


tion on the same basis as ourselves, but it 
would be too much to give them that 
Why was it, if this 


_ was a benefit to us, that it was not equal. 
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ly a benefit to the United States to have 
the same thing done there? Had we 
found that they had agreed to allow us 
the use of their canals? No; they had 
expressly excluded us from all their ca- 
nals except those bordering on the St. 
Lawrence. He had nodoubt that England 


had a right to concede the navigation of 


the St. Lawrence without our consent; 


but he could not have believed that 


‘such a course would have been followed 


without our consent. He _ believed 


that the Treaty was altogether unfair 
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to the people of Canada, and he en- 
tirely coincided with the views expressed 
by the Government in their minute of 
28th July to that effect. That minute had 
expressed the true feeling of the people. 
The Government had seen fit to change 
their views on the subject, and as he had 
stated before he believed that the change 
had been brought about from the fact 
that the necessities of the Empire had re- 
quired that we should make the sacrifice, 
He could not think that they had changed 
their minds simply, as would appear from 
the papers before the House, because 
England had given usa guarantee. He 
thought otherwise of the hon. gentlemen. 
The United States had disclaimed all lia- 
bility from the Fenian claims, and England 
had assumed the liability, thereby becom 
ing the debtor of Canada. The disputed 
questions which existed before the Treaty 
existed still, Looking through the pro. 
tocols he could not see that any effort had 
been made to settle the question, and 
after a lapse of a year it would be again 
revived. He could not concur in the 
mode of determining the respective value 
of the fisheries of Canada and the United 
States provided by the 'I'reaty. He 
thought that it would be more to the in- 
terests of the Dominion if an annual sum 
was paid during the continuance of the 
Treaty He doubted if the English Go- 
vernment would give notice for the ters 
mination of the Treaty at the end of 
twelve years. The correspondence mere- 
ly said that they would have due regard 
to the expressed opinions of both Houses 
of the Canadian Parliament. Treating 
the matter in a broad and _ patriotic spirit 
he consi lered it desirable and expedient 
that Canada should accept that Treaty. 
If accepted, the Province of New Bruns~ 
wick should be allowed some equivalent 
for the loss she would sustain by the abro- 
gation of the export duty on lumber. 
Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU spoke in French 
in reply to Mr. Dorion. That hon. gen- 
tleman had not objected to the Treaty, 
but the conduct of the Government in 
demanding the guarantee. The position of 
the Premier at Washington was, that he 
was bound to look at the interests of Ca-— 
nada as connected with Imperial interests. 
He had to look at the position of Canada 
in respect to the Empire. Theonly reason 
which the hon. member had brought for- 
ward for opposing it was that England 
was to be despoiled by the guarantee that 
we asked. England, who was quite willing 
to give it; England, who had power to 
redress our wrongs; England, who alone 
had the power to demand reparation from 
the people of the United States, had failed 
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to do so, and had agreed willingly to make 
up for the failure by giving us a guaran- 
tee. 

Mr. BAKER merely wished to direct 
the attention of the House to two points; 
first, the position which the Minister of 


Justice occupied, he would not say as a 


Canadian Commissioner, a position he was 
not called upon to occupy; and secondly, 
the general opinions which should guide 
members in arriving at a conclusion on 
this important subject and discussion. 
The argument was laid before the House 
by the member for North Lanark, and 
afterwards elaborated by the Minister of 
Finance and the member for Peel, and 
had never been answered; he meant the 
argument that the Premier was an Imper- 
ial and not a Canadian Commissioner. He 
asked when England had ever delegated 
to a Colonial Commissioner the right to 
deal with maiters of Imperial concern? 
If hon. gentlemen could not produce an 
authority for their statement, they must 
hold their peace. With refereuce to the 
omission of the Fenian clsims, he might 
say that the county he represented had 
suffered pecuniarily from the raids, and 
they felt that some reparation should be 
demanded for the outrage; but instead of 
that the United States refused to make 
reparation. [his was bad enough, but it 
was rendered worse by the statement of 
the member for Lennox on a previous 
evening, that the country was only saved 
by the imbecility of its invaders, which 
was an insult and slander to the gallant 
defenders of the country, and to the me- 
mory of the gallant lads who fell at Kidge- 
way. He had always considered that the 
fisheries and the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence were the most powerful means 
of obtaining reciprocity. The Imperial 
Government had, however, withdrawn the 
Fenian claims in the interests of the Em- 
pire, and it was not expedient that the 
Treaty should be rejected. He read a letter 
from a constituent stating that the inter- 
ests of Canada were sacrificed in the ces~ 
sion of the fisheries; but there were other 
interests to be considered, and he would 
not fly in the face of the interests of the 
Empire. ‘That man, though unlettered, 
had shown a keener appreciation of the 
question than had been shown in the four 
hours’ oration of the hon. member for 
West Durham, and greater patriotism also. 
That hon. member had invoked the God of 
Battles and the God of ‘I'ruth, and if he de. 
sired to multiply his deities he trusted he 
would call to his aid the God of practical 
political wisdom, and the God of commun 
sense. [he hon. gentleman had claimed 
to be the guardian of England’s honor ; 


Hon. Mr. Chauveau. 
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hon. gentleman was unreasonable. 
debate had now gone on for five nights, 
and should be brought to a close. 
appealed to the House and asked fora 
division to-night. (Cheers.) The hon. gen~ 
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that honor had been kept by the guardian 
of the Empire; he preferred to leave 1t 
there. The argument of the member for 
Chateauguay had convinced every one 
that it was their duty to vote for the bil]. 

Mr. McDONALD (Lunenburg) rose at 
one o’clock and moved the adjournment 
of the debate (Cries of ‘no, no.’’ 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD objected. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZI said it was not 
possible at this late hour (‘‘ Yes, yes,’’) 
It was not to be expected that members 
who had been attending to business in 
the House for fifteen hours could sit up 


longer or continue this debate, and he for 


one was not going to doit. (Cries of ‘‘ Go 


on.’’) 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 
The 


He 


tleman had agreed last night that there 


should be a vote to-night. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE denied that he 
had assented to that He was willing to 


do anything to facilitate the business of 


the session; but he did not think it pos. 
sible to bring the debate to a close to. 
night. (Cries.of ‘Yes, yes,’’ and ‘Go 
on.’’) 

Mr. MoDONALD then proceeded with 
the debate. He said that he had never, 
from the first day on waich the Treaty 
had been published, changed his mind in 
regard toit. From the first he regarded 
it favourably as a settlement of a difficult 
question, and as a measure which might, 
he thought, ought, and would secure the 
sanction of the House. He admitted that 
it did not combine all that the people of 
Canada would like to receive in the way 
of concessions from our neighbours; but, 
taking it all in all, he looked upon it as 
an exceedingly good mode of settling 
differences which were difficult in their 
nature and might have become dangerous 
to the peace of both countries. (Hear, 
hear.) he county he represented was 
all but unanimous in its favor; and the 
interest that was felt in it might be judged 
from the fact that it had 63% boats engaged 
in the inshore fisheries ; 92 schooners em-« 
ployed in the deep sea fisheries; and 147 
vessels partially engaged during the year 
in fishing, the whole giving employment 
to two thousand men, who received their 
livelihood solely from the fishing business. 
It was of vital importance to them that 
the fishery articles of the Treaty should 
be ratified, tecaiise they believed that 
they would then be placed ona much bet- 
ter footing than they occupied at the pre- 
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sent time. (Hear, hear.) Not only were 
_ his constituents deeply interesied, but the 
whole people of Nova Scotia-were imme- 
diately cocnerned. He read from statis~ 
tics to show the magnitude and impor- 
_ tance of the fishing interest, the number 
of men it employed, and the value of the 
_ products. There was an important consi. 
_deration which had been overlooked in 
weighing the advantages and disadvans 
_ tages of the Treaty, and that was that the 
_ removal of the American duties on fish 
_ and oil would encourage the purchase of 
_ vessels in the provincial ports, where the 
_ cost of construction was much less than 
_ in the United States. It was true they 
would be unable to obtain American re- 
_ gisters, but if they caught fish in Ame-— 
_ rican or British waters, they could take 
_ them into American ports, snd sell them 
on equal terms with fish taken in by Ame- 
rican fishermen in American vessels. He 
considered this a very material point in 
_ the discussion, and he believed that Ame- 
ricans would largely avail themselves of 
_ the opportunity which would thus be 
_ Offered of retaining vessels at much less 
_ cost than they now paid. (Hear, hear.) 
_ He was surprised at the assertion of the 
; hon, member for Halifax that the Ameri- 
_ can market was of little value to us, and 
; at the statement that {frequently prices on 


> 
, 


_ that market ruled lower than in Nova 
_ Scotia. The hon. gentleman had mention- 
_ ed a case where a merchant of Halifax had 
_ gone to the United States and purchased 
‘ fish for export to the West Indies. because 
__ he was able to procure them there cheaper 
a than in Nova Scotia. He (Mr. McDonaid) 
_ considered that statement a disingenuous 
distortion of the facts ; for he denied that 
_ the normal condition of the trade was such 
as that statement implied. fhe hon, 
_ gentleman knew that for ordinary mackrel, 
Nos. 1 and 2; we had literally no market 
é except the United States, while, tor an 
‘. 


inferior fish, No. 3, we had a market 
_ to a small extent, further south. It was 
possible that there had been some pur- 
chases in the United States by Halifax 
_ merchants, but they were novel exception- 
“al circumstances. In one case, the facts 
were that a portion of an almost unsaleable 


consignment had been purchased in Boston 


‘4 for four or tive dollars per barrel, and 
shipped to Cuba; but the purchaser had a 
4 vessel to arrive from tHat island with sugar, 
_ which had gone to Boston to secure a re- 
turn freight, and not to make purcha-es of 
_ fish. He happened, however, to meet with 
the remains of a cargo which had been in 
tore for fifteen months, and bought the 
fish, although of an inferior character, be- 
cause they could be used as part of are 
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turn cargo to Cuba. That was the sub- 
stance of fact upon which the hon. gentle. 
man had based his statement that the 
market of the United States was of little 
value to us, because the price of fish there 
was sometimes lower than in Nova Scotia. 
(Hear, hear.) He (Mr. McDonald) justitied 
the statement made by the President of 
the Council, that a saving of quite $500 000 
ori$600,000 would be effected by remissions 
of duties to Nova Scotia fishermen. ‘The 
member for Chateauguay had denied that 
statement, but he (Mr. McDonald) read 
from returns to show that the amount of 
duty levied on Nova Scotia fish in the 
United States was fully equal to the sum 
stated by the President of the Council. 
Under the ‘Treaty our fish trade would be 
immensely larger than it was at present. 
Although slavery had been abolished the 
negro, had not, and they, with the poor 
whites in the South, consumed largely of 
our fish, and we should do a very large 
export business” when the prohibitory 
duties were removed. He was surprised 
to find gentlemen now clamouring for a 
protective policy which they were de- 
nouncing a few years ago. He read copies 
of extracts from journals which only a year 
and a half ago had advocated the protection 
policy, and even they were willing to aa- 
mit the Americans to fish without any 
restriction except that they should take 
out a license, as they admitted we should 
have more than an equivalent in the in~ 
crease of trade. ‘he fisheries had not been 
transferred to any foreign power; we still 
had absolute control over them, our re-~ 
publican neighbors were only admitted for 
a certain time to fish side by side with us, 
the right, however remaining with Canada ; 
and this was what the people of Nova 
Scotia advocated only a short time ago. 
The House of Assembly of Nova Scotia, 
which met in May last, did not object to 
the Treaty. No man in the Legislature 
there dared say it was unjust. They had 
no word of complaint to make, and had 
there been a desire to censure the Vomuin- 
ion Government in this matter, they would 
have been only too glad to have done so; 
but by their silence they had given cone 
sent, and knew they would be doing one 
of the most unpopular things by objecting 
to it. He denied the assertion of the hon. 
member for Halitax that none but the 
Annexationists of Nova Scotia were in 
favor of the Treaty. The people of Nova 
Scotia would look upon the passing of it 
as a boon to'their fishing interests, ‘I'he coal 
or lumber trades would not be injured, 
and we should have a guarantee that ail 
matters of difference between the United 
States and us would be settled permanent. 
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ly on their own merits and on a satisfac~ 
tory basis. For these reasons he would 
oppose all amendments tending to defeat 
the ratification of the Treaty. (Cheers. ) 

Mr. FORTIN said thit the expressions 
he uttered last year, when the fisheries 
question was under discussion, had formed 
the basis of this argument He reviewed 
the history of the fisheries, and argued 
that, if the Treaty should be ratified, the 
Americans would gain 2,000 miles of fish-~ 
ing coast, while Canadians would gain only 
300 miles. If fore:gn fishermen were al» 
lowed to fish in Canadian waters, Canada 
should get compensation equal to what 
they give, and that compensation should 
be especially for the benefit of the mari- 
time people. By the Treaty of Washing. 
ton they did not get that compensation. 
He would not undertake to speak for 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick generally, 
but only for the County of Gaspé and the 
neighboring coast. Gaspé had 270 miles 
of coast, and a population of 2.500 fisher- 
men, and he could speak of that without 
being considered selfish. He had heard 
some gentlemen in the House say that, by 
the Treaty, the fishing interests would 
be benifitted; but he could not agree 
with them. Lhe American Government 
had, during the last fifty years, expended 
about seven millions of dollars in encourag 
ing and developing the fisheries. On ac- 
count of the superior equipment of Ameri- 
can vessels, the Canadian fishermen could 
not compete with them, and he feared that 
the operation of the Trea‘y would injure in 
a very material way the interests of the 
maritime)population of the coast of Canada. 
Some gentleman had referred to the Maric 
time Islands, but in these waters Ameri- 
cans had equal right with Canadians He 
had reflected seriously upon the matter, 
and did not believe that the ratification or 
rejection of the Treaty would aftect the 
settlement of the Alabama or any other 
questions in dispute between Great Britain 
and the United States. He had came to 
the conclusion that he would vote against 
the ratification of the ‘Treaty, but could not 
accept the amendment of the hon. member 
for North Oxford, nor yet that of the hon. 
member for West Durham, 

Mr. STREST said that great irritation 
and annoyance had prevailed in his part of 
the country, where the Fenian raid had 
taken place, in consequence of the non— 
allowance of the Fenian claims by the 
United States. ‘fhe people on the Niagara 
frontier had hoped that the American 
people would have been called upon to 
allow those claims, in order that they 
might be reminded of their duty towards 
a friendly neighbor; and he regretted 


Mr. McDonaid. 
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that they had not been pressed. He 
would state, however, that none of the 
sufferers were in want of that compensa- 
tion which was due to them, for the Govs 
ernment of Canada had promptly sent 
Commissioners to ascertain the extent of 
the injuries sustained, and remune- 
rated the sufferers. Although it might 
not be satisfactory to some of them, yet 
they, being loyal and true to the British _ 
Crown, would be ready to accept the 
Treaty notwithstanding the objection he 
had alluded to. He had heard all the 
arguments against the Treaty, and, 
although it was objectionabie in some of 
its clauses, he had come to the conclusion | 
that in the interests of this country and 
the Empire we ought to accept the Treaty. 
He thought the opening of the St. Law- 


yence to the American trade ws just 


what this country required, and 1f we did 
not get that trade there would be no ne- 
cessity for enlarging the canals. They 
were large enough for our purposes 
already. Other advantages were secured 
which had previously been doubtful. 
There was the bonding system, as to 
which there had always been great alarm 
that it might be cut off, when, in their 
present position, they would be left with. 
out any suitable port which they could 
approach for the purpose of importing 
goods during a very considerable portion 
of the year. By the time the period had 
expired, if Canada had progressed, as he 
believed she would, and had peace and 
harmony, she would make such progress 
and such advancement as that she would 
have her own communications with the 
ocean, and would no longer be dependent 
on the bonding system. It was not his 
intention to go over the other arguments, 
because it was too late, also because they 
had already been dealt with. Viewed as 
a whole, however, it appeared to him that 
the Treaty ought to be accepted. He bes 
lieved England had put herself to serious 
inconvenience, and in consequence of the ~ 
vulnerable position of Canada, she had ~ 
ceded much for the sake of peace. As 
Canada is a part of the Empire, we must 
take this good with the bad, and if she 
has to make sacrifices under the Treaty, it 
was our duty todo so cheerfully. It had 
been said that’ all the opposition to the 
Treaty came from Ontario. No doubt 
some from Ontario were opposed to it; 
but there were also many in its favor, be- 
cause they wanted to do an act of justice 
to the Maritime Provinces, the members 
from which had shown how advantageous 
the Treaty would be to those Provinces. 
He looked upon it as a great Imperial 
question, and he hoped that, when it 
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came to be voted on, there would be a 


u 


e 
map 
%. 
+ 
4 
Pe 


ea. Cee coe. TS 


RN Oe ot 


Se 


SA a ee ee eae 1 oe oe 


gent of Canada. 


d 


not have kept the House so long but for 


large majority in favor of the Treaty, and 


that the vote would ve t#&en that night. 
The discussion had been full on both sides 
of the House and all the members were 
as well informed as they could be, and he 
hoped that, after the question had been 


disposed of, the business of Parliament 


woulda be proceeded with in the ordinary 
manner. 

Mr. SCATCHERD said members from 
the Maritime Provinces and British Colum. 


bia had spoken of the advantages the 


‘Treaty would afford to their Provinces, but 
that was not the ground on which the Gov- 
ernment offered it to the House. ‘The 
Treaty was presented as not acceptable 
until the guarantee was promised voy Eng- 
land. For many years he had heard of the 
value of the fisheries, and lust year the 
Minister of Justice had said that the right 
to fish within three miles of our shores 
could not be ceded away without the cons 
The Treaty was signed in 
May, 1871, and in June the Government 
in their despatch spoke of the Lreaty as 
most objectionable, because there was no 
adequate compensation for the fisheries, 
Great stress had been made by the Govern. 
ment on the money consideration. ‘The 
Minister of Justice had stated that Parliax 


ment was free to accept or reject, and 


therefore the real question to be consider- 


ed was whether Canada secured adequate 


compensation for the rights she ceded 
away. He believed not. He referred to 
the remark of the Minister of Finance that 
the howl arose from the Grits of Ontario, 
and said it was those very Grits who, plac- 
ed him in Parliament and power. He 
believed it was in the interest of the 
country that the Treaty should be rejected. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN moved the adjourn- 
ment of the debate. 

This was opposed, and on motion to call 
in the members, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE passed the ad- 
journment, and said if the debate was not 
adjourned there would be no division, for 
many members desired to speak, himsel! 
among the number, — 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON hoped the Govern- 
ment would accept the motion for adjourn- 
ment. When it was understood last night 
that there would be a division to-night, it 
was not known that the Minister of Militia 
would occupy the House. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 


__ there had been an understanding that the 


- debate should close to-night, and Le would 


that understanding. There would be other 


; _ stages of the bill at which discussion could 


40 
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take place, and he thought it would be 
perferable to get on with the measure. 

After some further discussion, in which 
Mr. Blake and Mr. Mackenzie still pressed 
the adjournment, 

Hon. sirJOHN A, MACDONALD agreed, 
both sides agreeing, that the debate should 
close to-morrow. 

The House adjourned at 2.50 a.m. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, 16th May, 1872. 


After presentation and reading of Peti- 
tions, 
PETITIONS. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN—From Committee 
on Standing Orders and Private Bills, re- 
ported favorably on Petitions of Louis 
Archambault of Quebec; of D. McInnes 
and others; Canadian Suspension Bridge 
Co.; G. HE. Archer and others; D. A. 
Macdonald and others of Alexandria, Gps 
T. Reynolds and others; W. McMaster and 
others ; Committee reported petition from 
Chatham Board of Trade as belonging to 
jurisdiction of local legislatures. 

MESSAGE. 

Messages were received from House of 
Commons with’ Bills respecting securities 
given by officers of Canada, Dominion 
Notes, G. {. R. and International Bridge 
Companies. ‘hese Bills were read a first 
time. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD asked whether the 
Government intends to give the Province 
of Manitoba, a law regulating weights and 
measures, or to extend to that Province 
same laws and provisions on the subject 
of weights and measures as are in force 
in other parts of the Dominion, and 
to appoint Inspectors of weights and mea- 
sures there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL replied that it is not 
the intention of the Government to estab- 
ish the same laws in Manitoba during the 
present Session, but they hoped to establish 
a perfect and uniform system tor the whole 
Dominion when the next Session meets. 


POSTAL FACILITIES, 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD again made the fol- 
lowing enquiry and urged the attention of 
the Government to the subject which is of 
much importance to the Province he re- 
presents, where there is considerable diffi- 
culty found to transmit money, especially 
in small sums :— Whether the Government 


603 Public 
intends to complete the organization of 
the Postal System in Mahitoba, by estabs 
lishing therein a Money Order Office or 
Money Order Offices and a Savings Bank 
Office or Saving’s Banks Offices, such as 
are established in the other parts of the 
Dominion. 

Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL replied that the 
Government had every disposition to meet 
the wants of the people of Manitoba in 
every particular, and would pay attention 
to the postal requirements of that Pro- 
vince at the earliest date possible, 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The House then went into Committee 
on Bill respecting Public Lands. —- Hon. 
Mr. HAMILTON in the Chair. 

Hon, Mr. GIRARD said in French that 
he naturally felt great interest in the mea- 
sure, affecting as it did the people of his 
own Province. He had looked carefully 
over the Bill and had no objection to many 
ofits details, but there were certain features 
which he did not approve of and which he 
thought required modification and amend- 
ment. He proceeded at some length to 
state his objections, and read some amend. 
ments which, whilst they did not affect 
the principle, materially affected the details 
of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. LETHLLIER DE ST. JUST 
proposed that the hon. member have his 
amendments printed, so that the House 
might be in a position to undersand their 
actual tendency. 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS agreed to go on with 
those clauses to which there was no parti. 
cular or valid objection. 

Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE said the Bill in re- 
spect to homestead principle was really 
more liberal than the American law. 

In answer to ah objection raised by Mr. 
Girard to the 18th clause respecting 
those Townships reserved to Indians, Hon, 
Mr. AIK{NS explained that when the 
Hudson’s Bay Company transferred their 
rights, they were entitled to receive 5 per 
cent. of the lands of the Territory. The 
Company adhered to the right, and the 
Government had no option in the matter. 

Clause 22 respecting Educational en- 
dowment having been read, 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU proposed an amend- 
ment dividing the lands among all reli 
gious denominations for separate school 
purposes, in proportion to their number. 

Hon. Mr, AIKINS explained that such a 
provision could not properly be incorpora- 
ted with the present Bill which simply set 
apart the lands as an endowment for pur- 
poses of education. 

Hon. Mr, BUREAU agreed to defer his 
amendment until another stage in the pro. 


Hon. Mr. Girard, 
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ceedings, stating that he wished to have 
lands in question disposed of according to 
certain principles. ; 

Hon. Mr. GIRAKD suggested that th 
land should be under control of ‘Trustees 
or School Commissioners of sections where 
they may be, who would keep them for 
education, but would not have authority 
to dispose of them except through an 
erder in Council. 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS explained that such © 
provision was superfluous in present Bill. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
thought the means of assisting Education © 
should be entrusted to the Local Govern- 
ment. 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS said, that it rested 
with the Parliament hereafter to say what 
shall be done with the lands. 

In revly to Hon. Mr. SANBORN, 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS stated that one dollar 
per acre, would be about the same as that 
fixed to land in Minnesota; the Govern«— 
ment thought that the price would deter 
persons from buying for mere speculative 
purposes. 

Hon. Mr. SANBORN hoped, when village 
lots were laid out in accordance with 
clause 31, care would be taken to reserve 
space for market places, cemeteries &c. 

The . Committee rose and reported 


progress. 
AFTER RECESS. 


The House again went into Committee 
on the Bill. 

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD, in reference to 
the 31st clause, thought the upset price 
should be fixed on village lots, which may 
be sold at private sale. . 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS said the principle 
generally laid down by the Government 
was to sell by public Auction, but it was 
deemed advisable, in certain cases, to 
allow a choice of selling by private sale. 

In reply to a suggestion by SENATOR 
FLINT Hon. Mr. AIKINS replied that 
there was no intention of having cemeteries — 
in villages that might be laid out. 

The pre-emption clauses were amended 
so as to merge them into the homestead 
system, in accordance with the principle 
to be adopted in the United States. 


Hon. Mr. SUTHERLAND urged in strong 
terms the claims of a class of persons who 
were not considered in the arrangements © 
with respect to the lands of Manitoba. 
These persons were living on very narrow 
strips of land, and many of them would 
be obliged to leave. During the recent 
troubles no men had acted more patrioti- 
cally than this class of persons whose 
claims had been ignored. It was a great 


Public 
injustice that the people in the section 


where he himself lived should have been 


land. He did not blame the Government 
but was under the impression that the 
rights of these people who were the pio- 
neers of the settlement had not been suf- 
ficiently pressed on their attention. 
_ Hon. Mr. MacFARLANE urged the 
claims of these people to consideration. 
_ Hon. Mr. AIKINS said it was open to 
these or other settlers to get 160 acres of 
land on payment of a small fee. 
Hon. Mr. SANBORN said then they were 
not placed in any better position than new 
settlers. 
- Hon. Mr. LETE.ULIER DE ST. JUST 
sid that these people were not treated as 
‘well as those who belonged to his own 
nationality, and expressed the hope that 
their claims would receive attention, Such 
a concession as that suggested would tend 
o the harmony and happiness of the whole 
ommunity. 
Hon. Mr. GIRARD said that if the Gov- 
nment adopted the suggestion they 
would do what would be satisfactory to all 
asses of the population of Manitoba. 
_ After some remarks from Hon. Mr. 
ENSON to a similar effect, 
_ Hon. Mr. AIKINS replied that he would 
lake the matter immediately into consid- 
aration. 
- Considerable desultory discussion arose 
on that part of the 34th clause which did 
not allow a settler voluntarily relinquish - 
ing or abandoning his claim, to make a 
second entry After remarks from Hon. 
essrs. Christie, Flint, Skead, and others, 
- Hon. Mr. AIKINS agreed to amend the 


clause so as to allow the second entry. 


o 


In reply to an amendment proposed by 
fon. Mr. GIRARD with reference to hay 
ands, 36th clause, 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS stated that the ques- 
ion of hay land would be dealt with dur- 
ng the present season, and the right of 
mmon would be ascertained. ‘Those 
vyho have the right of hay or common 
would get their consideration in land. 

In clause 45 respecting coal lands, 

-An amendment was adopted on the 
mggestion of Hon. Mr. LETHLLIER DE 
. JUST, allowing mine to be 
Orfeited in case parties cease to work 
hem for six consecutive months. 

Hon. Mr. GIRARD urged that the Pro- 
nce of Manitoba should be exempt from 
® provisions of the 48th clause :—-‘‘ Any 
ct of forest land covered by forest tim- 
‘may be set apart as timber lands and 
erved from sale or sttlement.”’ 

‘Hon. Mr. AIKINS explained that such 
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an amendment was unnecessary in a Pro- 
vince situated like Manitoba. 

siege 65 respecting Slides having been 
rea 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
asked if provision should not be made to 
prevent saw dust being thrown into rivers. 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS said the Local Govern, 
ment would have regulation of such 
matters. 

The Committee went through 74 
clauses, rose, reported progress, and re- 
ceived leave to sit again. : 

The House adjourned at a quarter 

past 10- 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuuspay, May 16th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.20 
.m., 
After routine, 


THE TREATY BILL. 


Hon. Mr. ANGLIN resumed the debate 
upon the second reading of the bill to give 
effect to the Treaty of Washington. He 
said that, although there could be no 
doubt of the result of the debate, yet the 
responsibility resting upon every member 
was of the most serious character, and 
therefore he thought that, on considering 
the question, they were one and all bound 
to look at it in all its aspects, not merely 
in its bearing upon the Dominion, but 
upon the interests of the Empire at large. 
Before he proceeded he would protest 
against the eftort that had been made by 
one member of the Government, and by 
Others in the House, to accuse those who 
took objection to the Treaty of being 
actuated by party motives, The hon. 
President of the Council should have 
been the last to have taken that course, 
for that gentleman had, on the very day 
he believed that this Treaty was signed, 
in an address to his constituents, demon- 
strated the importance of obtaining for 
Nova Scotia through those negotiations, 
and by the proper disposal of the fisheries, 
a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty, not 
reciprocity merely in the matter of fish, 
but such reciprocal trade arrangements as 
would open the markets of the United 
States, as well to tish as to coal and agri- 
cultural ;roducts, and stone, and other 
articles previously exported from Nova 
Scotia free of duty. That same gentleman 
some time afier the Treaty had be en pub- 
lished, after there had been ample time 
for consideration, became a party to the 
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minute of Council of July 28th, in which, 
in the strongest terms, he condemned the | 
Treaty as unjust to the Dominion; and. 
now we find him urging that Treaty upon 
the acceptance of the House, because, as 
he alleged, it was essentially a good and 
profitable bargain. He (Mr. Anglin) would 
not undertake to say what had produced 
that extraordinary change of view; but 
that hon. gentleman should uot have 
charged any one, after the course he had 
taken, with acting from party motives in 
the case. He (Mr. Anglin) disclaimed for 
his own part any such motives; in fact, 
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he did not know how party interests wers 
to be served in this particular matter. 
He took a somewhat different view of the 
Treaty from any that he heard expressed, 
and he would review the circumstances 
antecedent to the negotiations which led 
to this Treaty. In the session of 1871, 
when the papers were brought down, he 
was somewhat pleased at finding the ex- 
traordinary zeal on behalf of the interests 
of the Dominion displayed by the Gov- 
ernment of the Dominion. He was ass 
tonished to find that they had pressed 
upon the Imperial Government with such 
earnestness for a settlement of a question 
which, although an important one, was 
not then engaging the attention of the 
people of the country. I'he Hon. Minister 
of Justice, in a speech introducing this 
subject to the House at that time, had told 
us that the fishermen were insisting on a 
settlement of the headland question. He 
(Mr. Anglin) represented a community 
largely engaged in the fishing business, 
and he had never heard that this headland 
question was pressed in any way, either 
by the fishermen or by the merchants en- 
gaged in the business, and therefore it 
struck him as extraordinary that the Gov- 
ernment should at that time have shown 
such zeal in pressing that question. He 
was also surprised at the course they took 
to protect the fisheries ; their instructions, 
and their policy, and the condnct of their 
officers was of the most extraordinary 
kind. The people of Nova Scotia and 
Prince Edward Island during the exist- 
ence of the Reciprocity Treaty and after 
its abrogation—the price of the various 
materials had become so high in the 
United States—were in the habit of sup- 
plying American fishermen with a very 
large proportion of the material required 
for their business, and the trade was found 
to be a lucrative one. Well, these six 
fast sailing schooners, assisted by the 
cruisers of Her Majesty, were employed 
not so much in protecting the fisheries as 
in driving away the trade from Prince 
Edward Island and the Strait of Canso ; 
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and his idea was that this policy had’ been’ 
adopted to harrass the Island of Prince” 
Edward, and compel them to come into — 
the Confederation. He could not imagine 
to what else the policy of the Government — 
tended at that time. Prince Edward Iss — 
land was then largely engaged in the fish- 
ing business, and some of the vessels em- 
ployed in it were seized because, although © 
they were registered in the name of, Bris 
tish subjects, they were held to be the 
property of American citizens, and they 
were captured, although those people ~ 
were residing in the Island and doing bu. — 
siness there. It was also the habit of 
Americans to land at Charlottetown and 
other ports, and ship fish'there for the 
American market, taking them free in 
American bottoms. That trade greatly 
benefited our fishermen, but it also was © 
put an end to. His impression then was 
that these measures were dictated entirely 
for the purposes of coercing Prince Ed- 
ward Island into the Confederacy. His 
feelings upon that point, however, had 
been greatly shaken, when he saw the 
report of the debate in the House of Lords 
which the Finance Minister had quoted 
some days ago. In that debate Harl Gran-— 
ville had given a full and minute account 
of the manner in which the negotiations — 
with the United States in regard to the 
Alabama claims had been re opened, — 
After setting forth what had occurred 
before his acceptance of oflice, the noble- 
Lord had said that he had carried out 
strictly the policy of his predecessor, 
which was a policy of quiet acceptance 
of the position. That policy had been 
carried out till the autumn of 1870, when 
certain circumstances occurred which 
rendered if necessary that the British 
Government should review the position of 
England with regard to the other States 
of Europe and the great powers of the 
world: That review forced the Govern- 
ment to the conviction that something 
had to be done to establish better relations 
with the United States. ‘The noble Lord 
had then gone on to tell the House that 
he had received letters of various kinds 
from persons resident in the United 
States, which assured him that a great 
change was going on in popular feeling in 
that country, and that, though the people 
felt hurt and aggrieved at the manner in ~ 
which they had been treated by England, 
nevertheless, there was a growing desire 
among them that a final and satistactory 
settlement of all difficulties should be 
arrived at. Still Lord Granville had not 
been satisfied with these assurances, for 
he had told the House that he’ had made 
further inquiries, and that he had‘ alsc 
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employed.a gentleman who was familiar 
with the United States, and had a com 
plete knowledge of the people. to ascer- 
tain, in a perfectly confidential manner, 
what their real views were upon the sub- 
ject. Lhe result of these inquires, the 
noble Lord had stated, was to satisfy him 
that there was a strong feeling in the 
United States in the direction of an amic 
ble adjustment of the differences between 
the two countries. This was the substance 
of what Lord Grenville had stated in that 
debate, and he (Mr. Anglin) would not 
detain the House by reading the exact 
language employed. Well, about this 
time, when these inquiries were in pro- 
gress, the Postmaster-General of Canada 
made his appearance in the Colonial Office. 
There was a strange coincidence in this, 
and he thought it was a fair inference that 
the British Government, with that wisdom 
which characterized them in many of their 
proceedings. saw that here was an oppor- 
tunity of providing what they thought was 
the best mode of introducing the subject 
of the Alabama controversy. He (Mr. 
Anglin,) with that coincidence before him, 
had a strong suspicion that the extraordi- 
nary demand then made by our Government 
had really been put forward at that junc 
ture in order to carry out the peculiar 
views of Lord Granville as to the means of 
renewing at Washington the negotiations 
respecting the Alabama. ‘Taking into ac 
count then, the extraordinary fact that Mr. 
Campbell had appeared in London at that 
time, it did seem to him (Mr, Anglin) that, 
from first to last, this House had not been 
treated with that frankness and confidenc2 
which the representatives of four millious 


- of people, who were asked to sacrifice their 


rights for the welfare and happiness of the 
Empire, should be treated ; but rather that 
they had been treated in a manner which 
certainly did not call for any such sacrifies 
on their part, and which tended, on the 
contrary, to make them take a local and 
sellish view of the whole matter. (Hear, 
hear.) The Finance Minister had said that 
he ‘regretted exceedingly’’—that, he (Mr. 
Anglin) thought, was the expression—-that 
the larger question of the Alabama claims 
had been mixed up with the fishery ques~ 
tion. The hon. gentleman nad also said that 
the Gevernment had felt it to be a cause of 
embarrasment that the gentleman who 
filled the place of First Minister had been 
appointed upon the Commission. He 
(Mr. Anglin) did not suppose that the 
Finance Minister was aware of what was 
going on at that time and that the whole 
of the correspondence respecting the fish. 
ery question was really intended to prepare 
the way for what subsequently took place. 
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The House knew that information wa: 
sometimes concealed by some members — 
of the Cabinet from the knowledge of their 
colleagues; for had not the Secretary of 
State complained, on a recent occasion, 
that he had been kept in ignorance of 
some of the proceedings of the Governa 
ment; and had not the Minister of Justice 
himself in his opening speevh, stated that 
he had received a communication from the 
Governor-General respecting his appoint- 
ment as a Commissioner upon the express 
condition that he was to keep the matter 
secret from his colleagues? It was not to 
be wondered at, therefore, that the Finance 
Minister had not apprehended to what the 
whole of these proceedings tended; and 
that he had not fathomed the purposes 
which underlaid what he had regretted— 
the mixing up of the Alabama question 
with that relating to the fisheries. If that 
was a cause of regret to the Minister of 
Finance, the Minister of Justice had frank- 
ly expressed a different view; for he had 
told the House that he was rejoiced that 
the fishery question had offered an oppor- 
tunity which led to the re.opening of the 
Alabama negotiation. Now, if the result of 
these negotiations had been satisfactory, - 
every member of the House would have 
shared in that feeling of gratification and 
would have been equally rejoiced with the 
Minister of Justice that any sacrifices which 
it was within the power of this country to 
make had contributed to the welfare and 
happiness of the Empire at large. When 
it had been otherwise, however, when the 
result had been to make sacrifices useless- 
ly he (Mr. Anglin) could not but feel, in 
view of all the tacts, that we had not been 
treated with that frankness which was due 
to the people of this country. (Hear, 
hear.) As to the position of the First 
Minister upon the Commission he would 
not have much to say. ur Colonial con- 
dition was such as to render certain 
anomalies inevitable. The Governor- 
General of the Dominion was at the same 
time the agent of the British Government, 
and the chief of our constitutional system. 
He was bound to act upon the instructions 
of the Imperial authorities, and sometimes 
his duty in that respect clashed with his 
duty as the head of the Government. It 
had occurred over and over again in the 
past, and might occur in the future, when 
he would have to act rather at the dicta- 
tion of the Colonial Office than as the head 
of the Canadian Administration ; when he 
would have to become a partisan*on one 
side or the other, and sometimes have to 
set all parties at defiance. In the same 
way, when the First Minister accepted a 
seat on the Commission he had become an 
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agent of the Imperial authorities, bound to 
do what they instructed him todo. That 
he shouldhave occupied that position while 
he was the same time Prime Minister of 
this country, was an extraordinary anoma- 
ly in our political system. It was much to 
be regretted that the hon. gentleman had 
ever accepted the position. His accept- 
tance of it had done incalculable, im- 
measurable mischief to the Dominion ; but, 
at the same time he (Mr. Anglin) was free 
to admit that in accepting it, the hon. 
gentleman had been actuated by a sincere 
desire to do what was fair to both countries, 


loyally to serve his sovereign, and to regard 


the just rights of this Dominion. (Hear, 
hear.) He did not believe the hon. gentle- 
man while at Washington had ever thought 
of betraying our interests. Perhaps, in 
point of fact, he had betrayed them; per- 
haps he had yielded to the influences as 
well-as the arguments that had been 
brought to bear upon him—of that he 
knew nothing. We were left a great deal 
to conjecture in that respect, and in the 
absence of information were compelled to 
judge by results; but, looking at those 
results, disastrous to the country as he 
believed them to be, he still could not 
persuade himself that the First Minister, 
while at Washington, had not, to the best 
of his ability—and no one could doubt the 
greatness of that ability—and to the best 
of his power, subject as he had been to 
such influences, done his duty to his country 
(Hear, hear.) Whether the hon. gentle. 
man should or should not have resigned 
his commission when he discovered what 
was to be done, when he found that the 
interests of this country were to be injured, 
he Mr. (Anglin) would not say. In the 
strangeiy inconsistent speech which the 
hon. gentleman had himself delivered in 
this House, he had stated in one sentence 
that having accepted the duty he could 
not have withdrawn from the discharge of 
it; while a few moments afterwards he had 
said that, if power had not been reserved 
to this Parliament in regard to the fishery 
articles, his name would never have been 
signed to the Treaty. His (Mr. Anglin’s) 
impression, from what had been said in the 
debate of last session and from all the cor- 
respondence and discussion, was that there 
was a mass of proof perfectly overwhelm-— 
ing in its character to show that the Minis- 
ter of Justice, when appointed a Commis- 
sioner had virtually been appointed as the 
representative of Canada. ‘Thisimpression 
Was confirmed by reference to a despatch 
of Lord Kimberley, who, in preserting 
reasons for the acceptance of the fishery 
articles, had stated his belief ‘that the 
Canadian people consider that they were 
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represented on the Commission by a mem. 
ber of their own Government.” Now, 
theoretically, Canada as such had no res 
presentation there, for we all knew that 
every member of the Commission who had 
been appointed by the Imperial Govern- 
ment was there as a British Commissioner. 
But was there anything inconsistent in 
the character of a Canadian representa- 
tive and a British Commissioner? He 
(Mr. Anglin) thought not; and while 
there was nothing in the whole corres. © 
pondence to show that there was, we had 
the express declaration of Lord Kimberly, 
that Canada wasrepresented by a member 
of her own Government. (Hear, hear.) 
He would now pass to a consideration of 
the Treaty itself, endeavouring to avoid 
ground that had been travelled over 
already. One of the great merits that had 
been claimed for the Minister of Justice— 
one of the wonderful achievements he was 
said to have performed—was that he had 
obtained a recognition of the right of 
Canada to be considered at all in a matter 
of this kind, and it had been even said 
that this was the first time a colony had 
been so considered. Well, in reference 
to that, it had been shown that in 1854 all 
the Governments of the Provinces had 
been consulted and invited to send res 
presentatives to Washington, not, it was 
true, to sit as commissioners or ambassa- 
dors, but to advise the representative of 
Great Britain as to what concerned the 
prople of these Provinces, and what was 
required for the protection of their ins 
terests, Such representatives had gone, 
and, after the Treaty had been ratified by 
the two Governments, it was nevertheless 
reserved for the final acceptance or re. 
jection, not of one Parliament alone, but 
the Legislatures of all the Provinces. 
That surely was going as far asif there 
had been a special clause inserted in the 
Treaty providing that the question should 
not be determined until it had received 
the assent of the Provincial Legislatures. 
But there was something more in the case. 
The Minister of Justice had ‘said that 
when he saw the despatch of Lord Kim. 
berley in which it was stated that the 
fisheries might be disposed of to the 
United States for a money consideration, 
he had felt uneasy, and had protested 
against it; that the Government here in 
Canada had also felt uneasy and had en» 
tered into correspondence with the Colo. 
nial Office, and that then had come the 
despatch of the 17th of March, declaring 
that none of our rights should be disposed 
of without our consent. That despatch— 
and he (Mr. Anglin) was astonished to find 
that it had not attracted attention in this 
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_ particular respect—pointed out in the 
_ clearest way that such reservation was 
unnecessary. Lord Kimberley, in urging 
that the Americans should at once be 
_ admitted to our fishing grounds, had said : 
_ ‘The fishery rights of Canada are now 
under the protection of a Canadian Act 
_ of Parliament, the repeal of which would 
_be necessary in case of the cession of 
_ those rights to any foreign power.’’ The 
First Minister had argued that Great Bri- 
tain, if she felt disposed, had a right to 
give away those fisheries, and even the 
_ very soil of this country. Well, if might 
- was right she had the power; if might 
_ was right an Act of the Imperial Parlia- 
- ment would not only dispose of our fish- 
_ eries, but would transfer the whole of this 
i Dominion to the United States, and over- 
_ ride all the protests that the Parliament 
4 and people of Canada might make. That 
would not have been a first instance in 
_ which the territorial rights of the people 
__ had been given away by the act of a su- 
_ perior power. It was not so long ago 
é; since monarchies exercised the right of 
_ bartering away parts of their kingdoms; 
_ and so too might the Imperia] Parliament, 
_ without our consent, barter away the ter- 
_ ritory of this Dominion; but in protesting 
_ against that wrong we should have the 
_ right which justice, truth, and constitu- 
_ tional law would give us, and that right 
_ Lord Kimberley acknowledged. (Hear, 
hear.) Unless the Imperial Government 
_ and Parlizment were prepared to disregard 
_ all justice they could not have done what 
it was suggested it was in their power to 
_ do. He believed therefore that, although 
_ the Minister of Justice had done all he 
could have done to maintain and guard 
_ the interests of this country, he was not 
_ entitled to a tittle of credit tor the clause 
_ that enabled the House to discuss this 
subject to-day; not, indeed, that the 
_ House was free to discuss it entirely apart 
from undue influences, for instead of 
_ being thus tree to deal with it, it might be 
_ said that hon. members were called upon 
_toaccept the Treaty at the point of the 
bayonet. (Cries of ‘Uh, oh,”) An hon. 
gentleman had cried ‘Oh, oh,” but he 
_ wondered if that hon. member had heard 
the speech of the First Minister, in which 
_ he had painted all the horrors of war as 
_ being an almost inevitable consequence 
of the rejection of this ‘lreaty. He (Mr. 
_ Anglin) repeated that they were not in 
this Parliament legislating freely as the 
‘Tepreseniatives of a free people ought to 
do, They were here consideriag x grave 
Matter, deeply attecting the interesis of 
this country, subjected to influence of an 
overwhelming character, which compelled 
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this House— two-thirds of the members of 
which believed the Treaty to be vnjust— 
to accept it or risk the consequences, 
which compelled many of them to ob- 
serve a silence more eloquent than words, 
and to vote in silence for a treaty which 
every man of them deemed to be an out- 
rage upon the liberty of this country. 
No, they are not as free as they ought to 
be; notas free as they had been promised . 
in the House of Lords, when the Queen’s 
speech was delivered, they would be, when 
it was promised that this House would 
have full liberty when called upon to de~ 
liberate, to accept or reject the Treaty. 
(Hear, hear.) Coming to the advantages 
or disadvantages of the Treaty, he might 
say that while it gave away more than 
the Treaty of ’54 had given away, it se~ 
cured to us much less in return. It 
gave to the Americans, he believed, for- 
ever the right to fish on our coasts, in 
return for which we obtain the right to 
fish on American coasts; but that right he 
believed to be of very little value indeed 
to our people. Then as to the surrender 
of the St. Lawrence, although it had been 
represented as of no value, if it did not 
strike at our territorial integrity, all the 
ideas of national right maintained in the 
world bore a vast political mistake. It 
had been said that it was of trifling im- 
portance, and that we might as well yield 
lt because the Americans had set their 
hearts upon it. But he believed that it 
was a concession of the very first im- 
portance. (Hear, hear.) It had been said, 
too, that we had secured the bonding 
system. He thought on the contrary, that 
the Treaty placed the bonding system in 
a much more precarious position than 
before. It was now liable to terminate 
with the Treaty at the end of twelve 
years, and if we had not at that time 
lapsed into independence, as one hon. 
gentleman had expressed it, or become 
annexed as others apprehended, we should 
find ourselves face to face with a new diffi. 
culty. The United States would probably 
have fresh demands to make, some new 
claim upon which they had set their 
hearts, which unless we conceded, they 
would put an end to the system, ‘Then it 
had been said that the privilege of carrying 
grain from one American port to another, 
provided it passed over a portion of Va- 
nadian territory, was of great value to us. 
Perhaps it was. He was not sulficiently 
acquainted with the Western trade to 
say, but he presumed, having been pur- 
chased at so high a price, it must be of 
some importance. What had we paid for 
that? Why we had bound ourselves to 
allow American lumber to pass down the 
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river to St. John free of duty, and Ame- 
rican vessels to pass through our canals 
on the same terms as our own. But ‘oh,”’ 
hon. gentlemen said, ‘‘we are very glad 
to allow these vessels to use our canals, 
because it builds up the trade of the 
country.” Quite true; but was not the 
same true of the bonding system of the 
United States, and of the carrying trade 
of the world? Was it not true that the 
passage of Canadian goods over their ter- 
ritory built up their trade, and benefited 
their people? Why then were we told 
that the bonding privilege was of so great 
value to the United States although we 
had to pay their enormous charges ; while 
on the other hand when we gave a similar 
right to them it was said it was of no conse- 
quence whatever? He did not understand, 
and he did not think the country would 
understand, that mode of reasoning. It 
had. been argued by hon members that 
the Treaty would conter a vast benefit to 
the fishermen of this country. His im- 
pression was, take it all in all, that, though 
there might be some exceptions, the fish. 
ermen did not want it. He had made it 
his duty to visit his constitnents and hold 
meetings amongst them for the purpose 
of ascertaining their wishes with regard 
to the Treaty. He had explained the 
whole subject very tully to them, and from 
end to end of the county, which was largely 
interested in the fishery business, he had 
just met two gentlemen who were willing 
that the 'freaty should go into operation. 
It might be that the fishermen of Guys- 
boro’ and Lunenburg had la:ge vessels, 
fully manned and equipped, to compete 
with vessels of the United States; but 
such was not the case with the fishermen 
along the St. Lawrence and the Bay of Cha- 
leurs. These fishermen usually: fish in 
small smacks manned by three men and 
a boy, and even with the advantage of 
the present protective system they com— 
plained of outrages on the part of American 
crews, who came down in large vessels 
with magnificent equipments, and some- 
times actually drove our fishermen away 
and took possession of the coast. The 
American fishermen were frequently reck- 
less, desperate characters, and if their 
conduct now was a subject of complaint, 
what could it be when they would have a 
right under this l'reaty to enter our waters 
and take tish wherever they could find 
them? (Hear,-hear.) He read from the 
report of the Minister of Marine to show 
that outrages of this nature had been fre- 


(quent on the coast, and he had no doubt 
that, when American fishermen obtained 


aright todo what, they now did stealthily, 


collisions would be unavoidable, and that 
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even a larger police force would be necess . 
sary than was maintained at present. On . 
the whole he did not believe that the fish- 

ermen of that part of the country wanted 

the Treaty, and he now stood here as re—_ 
presenting as large a fishing community © 
as any in the Lower Provinces, to say that — 
the fishermen had no wish to enjoy the 

advantages Which this ‘Treaty was said to 
give them. But suppose it did as much 
as its warmest advocates claimed for it, | 
were there no other interests in this wide | 
Dominion that required to be cared for? 
(Hear, hear.) What became of the great — 
agricultural interests of Ontario, the coal 
interests of Nova Scotia, the lumbering ~ 
interests of New Brunswick, and all those 
vast and varied interests of the Dominion? — 
Were those all to be sacrificed for the 
sake of the fishing interests, even suppo- — 
sing that they were served by the Treaty? 
(Hear, hear.) It might be said that this” 


tained ; but he for one was not satisfied 
to barter away our fisheries for any such 
paltry price; and, as far as his voice and 
vote would go, he would resist the at~ 
tempt so to dispose of them. He referred 
to the minute of Councii of July 28th to” 
show that the Government had taken as 
strong a view of the subjecs as any he had 
expressed. They had put their opinion 
into as strong language as was consisten 
with respect for the authorities whom they 
addressed. He denied the statement of 
the Finance Minister that the whole of 
the opposition to this Treaty had come 
from the Province of Ontario. When it was 
first published, a cry of indignation had 
arisen in ali parts of the country, and in 
the city of St. John the people had ga 
thered together in agitated crowds, and he 
had scarcely ever seen so much excite- 
ment. Nor had the opposition been con- 
fined to one party ; for the most violent 
opponents of the measure were gentlemen 
who had supported the Government from 
the first day of Confederation. (Hear, 
hear.) lt was not the howl of a party in 
particular, but the united voice of people 
of the whole Dominion raised in condems 
nation. Day after day gentlemen hac 
come to him in the city of St. John, ask 
ing what the probability was as to the 
passing of the Treaty. “Surely,” they 
had said, “the Parliament of Canada was 
not so bereft of all regard for the inter- 
ests of the country as to consent to the 
passage of that measure.’ He had ase 
sured them that it was his conviction tha 
it would be carried into effect, and by 
large majority, and his anticipation ha 
been all but realized, The howl, then, 
was not from any particular party. ‘The, 
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had got tried of protesting in the Lower 
_ Provinces ; but he utterly denied, as far 
as his experience went, that there had 


country, had unavimously passed resolu- 


resolutions now stood on the Journals of 
the House, unretracted and precisely as 
they passed. No iurther expression of 
| indignation would be made, and certainly 
_ No resistance would be offered; but public 
Popinion had not changei. They were as 
ready to acknowledge their duties to the 
Hmpire as any other part of the Domi. 
nion. [Hear, hear.] The hon. Minister 
of Justice, in the course of his speech, 
had claimed merits for the Treaty of a most 
extraordiaary kind, and had frequently 
contradicted himself. He had spoken of 
the fisheries as of great vaiue, and had 
said that the subject was of such grave 
importance that, unless it was settled, he 
feared bloodshed would ensue ; but after- 
wards he had tuld us that they were of 
very little value to the Americans. He 
[Mr. Anglin] was sorry that the hon. gen. 
_tleman should have taken the course of 
_undervaluing our fisheries. fhe Minister 
of Justice had seen fit to read to the 
House anonymous communications of 
American jarists, tending to show that 
_ their rights under the Treaty of 1793 had 
“not been abrogated and he had treated 
he Opinion as if it were a serious matter 
f 


tained that our rights were without any 
doubt whatever. While undervaluing our 
fisheries he (Sir John) had set a great value 
On the fisheries of the United States, and 
had stated that the United States could 
prevent our fishermen from getting man- 
hadden, and could come within three or 
Jour miles of our coast and draw all our 
mackerel away. But. if that was possible, 
he (Mr. Anglin) thought that we would 
have lost our mackerel long ago. He re- 
‘gretied that the Minister of Justice should 
bave undervalued our fisheries in gny way, 
as it would, no doubt, have its effect upon 
the arbitration to take place under the 
provisions of the freaty for deciding what 
idditional compensation should oe award~ 
ed.us. With regard to the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence, it had been said that the 
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speech of the hon. member for Peel had 
thrown a flood of light on the sophistries 
ot the member for Bothwell. He (Mr. 
Anglin) had listened very attentively to 
that speech, but had not found that he 
had met the argument of the hon. mem. 
ber for Bothwell. He had alluded to a 
great many authorities which, in his (Mr. 
Anglin’s) opinion, did not meet the point 
at all. He considered the speech of the 
hon. Minister of Justice a mass of contra- 
diction, He had no doubt that that gen~ 
tleman had great difficulties to overcome ; 
but he (Mr. Anglin) thought that the 
greatest difficulty he now had to contend 
with was the minute-of July 28. It was 
really hard to understand why that minute 
of Council was written, or why, having 
been written, the Government should 
have come to the conclusion to press the 
measure before the House. It was said 
that this Treaty would have the ettect of 
establishing perpetual peace; but in his 
Opinion it was not calculated to do anything 
of that kind, as it left unsettled the very 
question which endangered most seriously 
the peace of this country ; and the ministry 
themselves had so stated in the minute. 
The Fenian question had been left unset- 
tled ; and the headland question, which had 
been made the pretext for opening nego- 
tiations, was also left in abeyance; and this 
fact would render it impossible for the ar- 
bitrators to determine, not merely the 
value of the fisheries, but what our fish-~ 
eries actually were. He again alluded to 
the changed position of the Government 
since July ’71, and could not understand 
what should have induced the change. 
The correspondence did not throw any 
light on the subject. The Secretary of 
State for the Provinces, in speaking of the 
minute of July, had called it ‘an able, 
eloquent and powerful document,’’ and 
so it was; but he (Mr. Howe) had said: 
‘* After having put those views so forcibly 
before the Imperial Government, and 
having failed to convince them, what were 
they todo?’ ‘Sefore that question could 
be answe:ed, the hon. gentleman should 
say whit they expected to gain by that 
despatch. The hon. member. for Sher- 
brooke had framed a very ingenious and 
plausible reason to account for the change. 
He (Sir Alexander (salt) had said that the 
Imperial Government had threatened a 
severance of colonial connection if the 
Treaty were not accepted; and but for the 
action of a member of the House that 
statement would have been allowed to 
go uncontradicted. He might well ask 
what reasons had induced this change of 
Opiaion, when one considered the lan- 


guage oi the despatch of the 23th July. 
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It was true the Government had not re- 
{used positively to introduce this measure ; 
but they had described it as @ measure 
that no Canadian would dare to introduce 
to the Canadian Parliament ; as a measure 
repugnant to the people of the country ; 
and as a measure not necessary for the 
settlement of Imperial questions; and 
they turther ventured to state to the Im- 
perial Government that they had not ov 
tained any advantage that should require 
such sacrifice on the part of Canada, Why 


were we required to make ‘that sacrifice ' 


now? ‘They were told that fresh difficul- 
ties had arisen because of the claim for 
consequential damages, and that there 
was danger of another rupture between 
England and the United States, and that, 
thereiore, we should do all in our power 
to help England by adopting this Treaty 
tor that reason. He (Myr. Anglin) consi- 
dered that we should not do so, because 
ratification would not affect the settle- 
ment. If the greater question were not 
settled our legislation would be worse 
than useless. We were asked to believe 
that the promise of the guarantee was in 
some way or other the reason for the 
change of opinion. ihat was not, hows 
ever, put forward very positively; it was 
rather insinuated. We were told of the 
great advantages of this guarantee; that 
it would save us a large amouns of money 
annually, and would at once place forty 
millions of dollars within reach of the 
people of this country. But in his opinion 
the speculators in rings which were 
already being formed in connection with 
the Pacific Railway would get possession 
of the spoils. But it had not been posis 
tively asserted that the offer of the gua- 
rantee was the cause of the change of 
policy, and he considered ‘the position of 
the Government a most extraordinary 
one. The Minister of Justice had des 
cribed, one after another the dreadful re— 
sults of the rejection of the Treaty; but, 
accoiding to the position of things, all 
those results would have been risked if 
the Imperial Government had not offered 
the guarantee He could not believe 
that the correspondence put the case be 
fore the House fairly; it was a case as 
the Government chose to put it. He had 
been asked to regard this guarantee as in 
some way or other to make up the difter- 
ence between the terms offered for the 
privilege of mutual fishing in our waters 
and the great value of that privilege. 
‘That had been put forward; but he could 
not believe that the Governmen: of this 
country, or any man, would for so mean, 
80 base and sordid a motive as that, ac- 
cept a treaty previously described as un— 
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just and injurious to the interests of the 
Dominion. It was putting the loyalty o: 
the country on the Stock Exchange; it 
was taking the advantage of the difficulties 
of England; talking all the time abou 
our loyalty, but tsking advantage of her 
extremity, and, in a manner, putting a 


Privy Council thought their hands would 
be so strengthened as to enable them to 
abandon the Fenian claims and introduce 
the measure to Parliament with a fair 
prospect of success; and yet this measure 
was the same that they before deemed 
unfair and unjust. Hon. gentlemen might 
smile, but the matter was one for tears 
rather than laughter. The views he had ~ 
expressed were his honest convictions, 
and he would be recreant to his duty and — 
his country if he did not state these views 
in the plainest language. From suggestions — 
made by hon. gentlemen, England could — 
not mistake their meaning, and how hu- 
miliating must it have been to England to 
find that a measure for the peace of the 
Empire had to be purchased at the hands — 
of Canada. He quoted from a speech of 
Lord Cairns, which he said seemed to show 
that Canada would do England a service 
if by rejecting the Treaty she should open 
away for a new settlement. He had au 
first intended to oppose the Treaty by a 
silent vote, but after he got the corres- 
pondencs in his hands, and found they 
were asked to dishonour the country, to. 
degrade Parliament, and disgrace the 
Government, he felt himself bound to 
declare that he for one would be no party 
to such a measure. 3 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said he must say that 
the hon. gentleman had made a very able 
and, for him, a very important speech. As” 
a member of the Government, however, 
he must at the very outset repudiate the 
statement that had been made ty the hon. 
member today, and yesterday by the 
member for Hochelaga, and which had 
been repeated over and over again, that 
the Government had receded from the 
position they took in the despatch of the 
28th July. They stood by that despatch, 
and it was satisfactory to know that hon. 
gentlemen opposite recorded their entire 
approval of the sentiments t1en express 
ed. He defied hon. gentlemen to show 
any inconsistency on the part of the Gov 
ernment. In July the Government uC» 
cusied the very same pusition which they 
occupied during the negotiations at Wash- 
ington, when they protested against the 
terms of the ‘reaty relating to the fishe 


ere 


eries, Later they repeated the protest 
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nd what more could they do? And now 
matter was before them, and there was 
utmost freedom of discussion. The 
vernment expressed their dissent from 
he Treaty. And why? Because they did 
not obtain the reciprocal trade which was 
pjoyed under the old Treaty ; because 
e fisheries were exchanged for free fish 
and free fish oil, and a money value of 
which they did not know the amount, and 
also because the Fenian claims were not 
ttled These were the objections taken 
yy the Government, and they were ex- 
pressed in language which even the memx 
ber for West Durham admitted was stronger 
tan he would have been justified in 
using, The same opinion was expressed 
by the Government in January; and, as 
the member for Gloucester had stated, 
there was then no suggestion of a condi- 
tion on which the Government would re~ 
commend the Treaty to Parliament. ‘The 
overnment recognized the difficulties, of 
1 Imperial and a local character, which 
ight flow from a rejection of the Treaty, 
1d therefore, in the desire to remove 
ose difficulties, they asked for some 
st and proper settlement of the expen- 
diture in repelling the Fenians from the 
nd. They knew what was the sentiment 
the subject throughout the length and 
eadth of the country; and he believed 
t, if there had been an absence of such 
tlement. it would have been most 
ult to carry the measure through 
iament. The Government had con. 
ted on the matter, and they considered 
at, inasmuch as the Imperial Govern- 
nt assumed the responsibility of with- 
awing the claims 0:1 Imperial grounds, 
ere was some honourable way in which 
2 difficulty could be solved. The member 
Hochelaga had iermed the arrange-~ 
nt, ‘base, sordid and mean.” He 
uld suppose that that hon. gentleman 
saminor, and that as such his father 
to transact his business, and that in 
ng so his father, in consideration of his 
n interests, found it necessary ‘Oo sacri— 
those of his son. Well, suppose the 
gentleman went to his father and 
«You have assumed this :sespon- 
ity, now pay me, but you can assist 
without putting your band in your own 
ket Your credit is good; endorse 
paper; it will be no sacrifice to you, 
it will be a liquidation of my just 
laims.’”’ Would there be anything 
ean,” ‘‘sordid” or ‘‘base’’ in that? 
ning of the kind; and if the Govern- 
nt had not secured some such arrange- 
nt they would have denounced and 
demned them for neglecting the in. 
ests of the Dominion. (Uheers.) The 
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question now was not whether we approved 
of the Treaty, but whether, in the in- 
terests of the Empire and the Dominion 
it was expedient to accept or reject. it, 
He held that a rejection would endanger 
the relations of the Empire with the neigh. 
bouring Republic, It was well known 
that, during the last few years, as well as 
before 1854, there was a possibility in the 
enforcement of the fishery laws, and more 
than a possibility, of unpleasant relations 
arising between the two countries. The 
hon. member for Halifax had spoken of 
the excitement throughout the United 
States in connection with the cutting out 
of the Horton, and every one knew the 
anxiety that existed on the other side of 
the Atlantic in reference to the matter. 
Was it not therefore expedient that the 
Treaty should be adopted, and so have 
these dangers ended? The hon. member 
for Gloucester had spoken of the change 
of sentiment with regard to the Treaty 
since its provisions first became known, 
That change, however, was not so much 
on the merits of the Treaty but in the 
expediency of adopting it, and he be- 
lieved an overwhelming majority of the 
people of the Dominion would now say 
‘‘accept.’’ Then, again, would a rejection 
of the Treaty render the people of the 
United States more friendly or better dis— 
posed to Canada? Wonld it produce a 
greater inclination to grant reciprocity? 
He recollected being at Washington in 
1865, when coming in contact with lead - 
ing men there they told him the Recipro- 
city Treaty would not be renewed, ber 
cause, among other reasons, they had an 
old grudge against Canada for the symx 
pathy she manisfested during the civil 
war, and because they believed the abro~ 
gation of the Treaty would bring about 
annexation. A great part of this feeling, 
however, had since passed away, and every 
one who read the United States newspapers 
would see the wondertul and extraordi- 
nary change that had taken place; and 
it Canada now carried the Treaty into 
eflect, as far as she was concerned, she 
would remove every vestige of the ill- 
feeling that formerly existed and that 
barred the way to reciprocity. ‘There were 
many in the United States who believed 
that withholding reciprocity would induce 
annexation, and he did not hesitate to 
say that those who expressed themselves 
in favour of independence had unwittingly 
done more to prevent reciprocity than any 
one else. The Government individually 
and collectively did not approve of the 
Treaty; but for the sake of Imperial 1n- 
terests, and the sake of maintaining Brix 
tish connection, they were ready to accept 
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it, and so do away with all ideas of annexa- 
tion. Looking at the financial aspect of 
the matter, the member for Chateauguay 
touched the point yesterday—this speech 
was one of the ablest he ever delivered— 
in pointing out the liabilities Canada was 
about to incur. Setting aside the ques- 
tion of the guarantee altogether, he be« 
lieved that Canada going into the market 
to raise a loan of $40,000,000 on her own 
responsibility, with all :yuestions of dis- 
putes between England and the United 
States arranged, and with an almost cers 
tainty of permanent peace, could gain at 
least one per cent. better terms than if 
those questions remained open; and the 
Minister of Justice had stated that he 
was not speaking oft the book when he 
said that, if all the questions were arranged 
Canada would probably receive a gua- 
rantee of £4,000,000; so that the Mi- 
nister of Kinance was justified in stating 
that there would be a saving in that respect 
of $600,000. Then again, if all the ques. 
tions in dispute with the United States 
were amicably settled, there would be no 
necessity for fortifications, and so a saving 
might possibly be effected in the militia 
expense. hen there would be a saving 
in the marine police; and he _ believed, 
taking all these items into consideration, 
and adding the amount Canada would re- 
ceive for the excess of value of her fisheries 
—which amount ought to be very large— 
the financial benefit to Cansda represented 
by the Treaty would amount to $1,000,000 
ayear. Without enlarging on the subject 
he desired to place this view before the 
consideration of the House, and he bes 
lieved the country would say: ‘Though 
the Treaty is unfair, you did right under 
the circumstances. You have saved us a 
large amount, and given us additional 
means for the construction of our public 
works, and you have discharged your 
duty.” He understood the member for 
Gloucester to charge that an attempt had 
been made by the Dominion Government 
to coerce Prince Edward Island, and that 
police vessels were sent down there to des. 
troy their trade. When the hon. mem- 
ber ventured such an assertion, he did so 
without any foundation. The vessels that 
went to Prince Edward Island were Ima. 
perial vessels with Imperial officers and 
no Dominion vessels were sent at all. 
It being six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY desired to state 
briefly the points to which he referred be 
fore six o’clock” He then went through 
the arguments he had previously used, as 
to the charge of inconsistency brought 
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against the Government, their action in 
suggesting the guarantee on account of 
the Fenian claims, and the withdrawal of 
those claims by England. He repeated — 
there was nothing base or mean in the 
transaction, and maintained that: the 
Treaty should be accepted on the ground 
that it would increase the harmony and 
good feeling between the United States 
and the Dominion, and would prevent 
complications between the Imperial and 
the United States Governments. They 
had exerted every influence to obtain re-~ 
ciproc:l trade with Canada in order that 
they might have access to our fisheries; 
but no, as a body they are against the © 
‘Treaty. They did not desire to have their 
markets thrown open. Ben Butler was 
using every influence he could to defeat — 
the Treaty. Another leading politician 
from the same section had advocated the 
giving of bounties. It had been asserted — 
by the member for West Durham that our — 
fishermen would not be ina fair position | 
because the American Government would | 
give bounties. A member of the Govern- 
ment had stated that it was against the — 
spirit of the freaty to give bounties 


He held that the greatest chance of 
success was in the establishment of 
kindness and friendly relations with 


the United States. ‘he masses of the 
country would desire cheap fuel, and — 
would bring influence upon Congress to 
repeil the duty on coal; and similarly 
salt, lumber and other articles; and look- - 
ing at the bill before them, he could 
undertake to say that the rejection of the — 
Treaty would certainly not put Canada in 
a better position. It was of the utmost 
importance to Canada that she should be 
on friendly relations with the United 
States, in view of the loans they required 
to raise for the public works they had put 
their hands to. He was in England in 
1861, during the Trent difficulty, and when 
the delegation, of which he was a member. 
endeavored to raise the guarantee for the 
Intercolonial Railway, they were told by 
the Messrs. Baring that there would be 
great difficulty in selling securities for 
that purpose so long as there was danger 
of hostilities between Great Britain and 
the United States. They would remember 
the difficulty they were in at Confedera-— 
tion, when they had a loan of about two 
and a half millions in the Bank of Mon- | 
treal, because Canada could not float her 
securities. It was not confined to a Gov- 
ernment question, hut every man through- 
out the Dominion who owed a pound 
would be affected by it. Reject the 


people of Canada to raise from one half to 
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three quarters of a million of dollars a 
__ year by direct taxation for the public works 
they were about to undertake. He did 
not hesitate to say that. had he been in 
Opposition, and the Government had come 
down with the same measure submitted 
_by the Government of to-day, he would 
have taken the ground of his hon. friend 
_ the member for Chateauguay He would 
_have said that he did not think the Treaty 
_ was what they should have had, but it 
_ was better to accept than reject it. He 
_ wonld leave the matter in the hands of 
_ the House. He was confident that he 
_ could go back to his constituents and de. 
fend the vote for the Treaty better than 

if he voted against it. 
Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE said that one of 
_ the charges made by hon gentlemen op- 
posite on the introduction of this bill, 


Treaty 


was thit the Opposition. probsbly 
the member for West Durham and 
himself. had sought to take excep 


tion to the Treaty in order to make 
_ political capital. He desired to deal with 
_ that point before proceeding to consider 
some matters that he desired to review in 
connection with the discusion. The mem. 
_ ber for Cumberland bad endeavoured to 
_ show, in order to fasten upon the member 
for West Durham and himself, that they 
_-were controlled by another power, and 
_ forced to accept 2n attitude of hostility 
towards the Treaty, that it was after cers 
tain articles had appeared in the Globe 
_ that they had takan their course. Within 
aday or two of the Treaty being made 
_ known, they had a consultation and re- 
_ solved to take the first opportunity of 
making krown those views He (Mr. 
Mackenzie) ws not able to attend the 
meeting held on the 18th May in Welling- 
ton, but the member for West Durham had 
done so. On the 19th the first hostile 
Criticism appeared, (Cries of +‘ No, no,”’ 
from Ministerial benches.) Hon. gentle- 
men might cry “no,” if they pleased; the 
speech of his hon. friend was reported in 
the Globe on the 19th. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPEK—rhe hon. gentle- 
man will find that the speech appeared in 
the Globe of the 20th — 

Hon. Mr MACKENZIE—That might be. 
He was about to say that on the 1Xth the 
resolutions passed by New Brunswick 
Legislature made their appearance. It 
was not a point he cared to prove one way 
or other; what he wished to say was that 
he knew no man in the whole J’ominion 
who was so well entitled to be consulted 
regarding political issues as the hon. gen- 
tleman who controlled the Globe. He 
had been his personal an‘ political friend 
for over twenty years, and he (Mr. Mac. 
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kenzie) would he ill-worthy of being called 
a friend, if he had failed on this occasion 
to say that it was a friendship both politi- 
cul and personal, of which any one might 
well feel proud, and would not hesitate 
at eny time to say he would always be 
glad, in consulting leading men of the 
country. to give that gentleman a foremost 
place. But they had other functions to 
perform than that hon. gentleman had as 
member of Parliament. He (Mr Mac.« 
kenzie) had some friends around him who 
were plerised to place some confidence 
in him however unworthy he might be of 
that confidence ; and. on consulting these 
friends.or such 2s were available at the time, 
he had found that the unanimous opinion 
wa’ that of hostility to the Treaty. He had 
taken occasion on the first opportunity, 
the 5th or7th of June in West Middlesex, 
to give expression to his opinions. Those 
Opinions hd never been varied. If he 
was disposed to prove this. he could do so 
from the newspaper, partly owned, he 
believed. by and under the control of the 
leader of the Government, who, in addition 
to all his important functions, had become a 
newspaper proprietor. From these facts 
the House could easily judge whether 
they, as a political party, sought to obtain 
a political advantage from circumstances 
connected with the Treaty. They did not 
know what couree the Administration 
might take; but they knew this, that as 
public men they were bound to take an 
attitude in relation to that Treaty, and 
having maturely and carefully considered 
everything in connection with it, they 
eame to the determination that, as patrio- 
tic public men, their duty was clearly to 
reject the Treaty. The Premier had allu- 
ded to his remarks at one of those public 
meetings, as evidence that he (Mr. VMac- 
kenzie) had taken precisely the same 
grounds that he now took. He had some 
few facts to look at in considering what 
we should do now in relation to the Treaty. 
In the first place, what was the object 
sought to be attained? The hon. gentle- 
man who had just sat down had discussed 
the Treaty most fairly from his point of 
view, unlike the hon. gentleman beside 
him (alluding to Sir Francis Hincks) who 
had sought merely to asperse the charac- 
ters of his political opponents He (Mr. 
Mackenzie) looked at the matter in this 
way: Theonly point of dispute that could 
possibly result in war between Great 
Britain and the United States was that con- 
nected with the escape of the Alabama. 
There was no single point of controversy 
between this Colony, as an integral part of 
the British Empire. and the United States 
that could in any possibility result in war. 
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There was no dispute regarding the posi- 
tion of this country with respect to the 
That was the view taken 


three mile limit. 
by almost everyone who had spoken, ex~ 
cept indeed some members of the adminis. 
tration, and notably the Premier, who had 
spoken of this as a matter concerning 
which considerable doubt rested in the 


minds of some people. He had not said that 


there was any doubt in his own mind, but 
he had given it to be understood that; be- 
cause certain parties in the United States 
had writen to that effect, it was a question 
between the two nations whether we could 
claim an undisputed right to those terri- 
torial limits beyond the coast of our Mari- 
time Provinces. He thought there was no 
use in wasting time to prove that there 
had been no dispute since the Treaty of 
1818 in relation to that. It had been ad- 
mitted frankly by the United States on all 
occasions, and 1t did not require the pre-~ 
sent Treaty to confirm what never had 
been doubted. The only point then in 
dispute between this country and the 
United States was the question of meas 
surement across the mouths of bays over 
six miles wide, commonly known as the 
headland question. True, the President 
ot the United States had in his message, 
set up an absurd and foolish claim to the 
free navigation of the St. Lawrence as a 
natural right; but every one knew who 
had examined the question of the naviga- 
tion of rivers, forming either part of a 
boundary through a country, or flowing 
into the ocean from the territory of 
another power, that it was always a matter 
of treaty. We knew that the navigation of 
the Danube was a matter of treaty, and 
we knew that the United States Govern. 
ment could rot, according to the accepted 
interpretation of Internstional Law, have 
made good the claim that the President 
had made; and to assume that that was 
a ground of serious dispute between the 
two countries was begging the question, 
and putting an argument into the mouths 
of those who were hostile to the interests 
of this country. Then the only question 
that could by any possibility cause 
war was the question of the escape 
of the Alabami; and if that was the 
only point we were reduced to this 
issue. He knew that it was quite 
competent for the American and British 
Governments to accept one part of the 
Treaty without the other. It was known 
that the British Commissioners and Go 
vernment expressly reserved for this 
country the right to say whether those 
sections of the Treaty that related special. 
lv to Canadian interests, so far as the 
fisheries were c-cerned, should be ac- 
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cepted by us or not, as we pleased. He 
had assumed at the first that that was 
done in good faith; he had supposed that 
it was not a mere empty promise; that it 
was not intended to keep the promise to 
the eye only, but also to make it absolute- 
ly good, if this house thought it ad visable 
to reject those clauses. Hon. gentlemen 
opposite had taken it for granted that it 
would have been a very dreadful thing to 
reject the ‘Treaty, that it would surely 
produce ill will. But the American 
Senate had rejected the Reverdy Johnson 
Treaty. Had that procured any ill feeling 
on the part of this country? Was England 
reduced to a state bordering upon war, 
because of that rejection? No doubt the 
English public would expect the ratifica- 
tion of the Treaty, but no Englishman 
would ever dream of making it a cause of 
war because the Senate had refused to 
ratify it. The hon gentlemen opposite 
had been driven from pillar to post during 
this debate. He had watched carefully 
the arguments on both sides, and while 
there had been much declamation and 
much argument on questions not at issue, 
the only point that had really been reached 
at last was this: that we were obliged to 
accept this Treaty because there was a fear 
that if we did not accept it the two na- 
tions would be plunged into war. He 
would say at once ‘rankly, that if we were 
quite certain that the British Government 
believed that such would be the result, 
much as he would feel humiliated, it 
would greatly influence his position; but 
he knew that it was absolute nonsense to 
talk in that way. If it was determined by 
the contracting parties that the rejection 
of the l'reaty by Canada was to be so very 
serious a matter, then they were bound 
not to present it to us and have gone 
through the solemn farce of having it pre- 
sented for ratification. while they deter- 
mined it should be ratified at all hazards, 
He had said that, while he believed that 
the diplomatic policy of the United States 
was almost always aggressive, he said also 
he believed there was a sufficient number 
of public men in that country who where 
sufficiently devoted to the cause of main- 
taining public law, and who would scorn to 
make such a petty pretence a cause of 
hostilities. This being the case, as he 
thought was clearly proved by the admis-— 
sions of hon gentlemen opposite, and hy 
the fact of its being referred to us, the 
question arose whether any other consi- 
derations were likely to arise which should 
influence this House in considering the 

Treaty: He was not aware of any other 

considerations. There might be some. 

He had pressed the Government for in- 
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¥; formation on that point, but without sucs 
cess. He had been told by the hon. mem. 
_ ber for Sherbrooke, whose argument was 
_ carefully prepared, that he accepted the 
_ ‘Lreaty because he was positive that some~ 
_ thing had occurred between 28ih July 
5 and the 15th April which had necessitated 


_ this Government asking that the Treaty, 
_ which they had previously declared to be 
so barren in results to this country be 
ratified. He had since then had the de~ 

i claration of the Premier that there was no 
hig such pressure, that we were as absolutely 
_ free as any person could be in making a 
5 choice in the matter, and in the speech 
quoted by the finance Minister the other 

et night, Lord Cairns had taken care to point 
out that, if the consent of the Canadian 
Parliament was to be obtained, the bri- 
 tish Government must not use any pres- 
sure, that they must have the advaniage 
a of a perfectly free opinion. Were we to 
_ have a perfectly free opinion? If we 
were not driven by considerations that 
influenced the hon. member for Sher- 
brooke, who condemned the Treaty ; if it 
was not true that there was such a pres- 
_ sure from the Imperial Government, what 
were we induced to believe? Why, the 
Only thing that remained was that we 
were asked to accept the ‘Treaty for 
the sake of the pecuniary advantages that 
- were supposed to be aeiived from the 
- guarantee. Anything more paltry or humi- 
 liating could svarcely be imagined than to 
ask us to sacrifice natural rights for a 
- small consideration of money. He would 
not haggle about the amount, but he 
_ would allow the full figure of six hundred 
- thousand dollars per annum. We had 
_ the opinions of English journals in relas 
tion to this matter. He here quoted from 
_ @ paper to the effect that it was to be 
- hoped that the Canadian Parliament 
_ would fearlessly discharge their duty to 
_ their constituents, irrespective of the 
bait offered to them, and in answer to an 
_ hon. member, stated that he was reading 
_ from the Canadian News. (Laughter.) 
_ But even takiag the ground of hon. gens 
_ tlemen opposite, the result would not be 
_ just. We had the authority of the gen- 
 tleman who dictated the minute of July 
28th, for saying that even if the Treaty 
was accepted, it would not remove the 
cause of trouble. How was that? In one 
_ place we were asked to accept it because 
it would effectually secure feelings of 
amity and friendship, and remove all 
cause of trouble ; and in another place we 
were told that it would not have that 
effect. ‘The results were put in this 
minute very carefully, first, that the prin~ 
cipal cause of difference between Canada 
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and the United States, had not been re- 
moved, but remained a _ subject for 
anxiety. What was it that remained a 
subject of anxiety? Why, every one 
knew that the only subject of dispute was 
the headland question, and that that 
question must be settled before there 
could be a removal of ali causes of anxiety 
between the two countries. But expe. 
rience of American diplomacy had been 
extremely disadvantageous, and it be-~ 
hooves us not to put any trust or confi. 
dence in the diplomacy that was constant- 
ly exacting and never yielded. But while 
we knew that on every occasion when a 
national dispute had arisen between the 
two countries, those astute diplomatists 
had got the advantage of Great Britain; 
when we knew that they had got an ad- 
vantage at the present moment, while 
they knew all this, the House was blindly 
rushing on to place them in a position to 
demand more at our hands. If we were 
to obtain exact justice in questions which 
would arise again between the United 
States and the Dominion, we must insist 
upon every atom of our national rights, 
as they now existed, and he, for one, 
would not allow any relaxation of 
those rights, on the mere pretence 
that our resistance to the exaction on 
their part was to produce a state of war. 
He was astonished that the Premier, who 
did not seem to have resisted the cession 
of the navigation of the St. Lawrence, 
had not endeavored to secure to British 
subjects the navigation of the Columbia 
River. How was it that that subject was 
overlooked? It was because there had been 
a great neglect of Canadian interests in 
that matter, and we would have a repeti- 
tion of this whenever a commission was 
appointed between the two countries, un- 
less we at once took a stand for our rights 
as a people. It was not necessary he 
thought, to say anything more about tne 
equivalent received for the navigation of 
the St. Lawrence, as the hon. member for 
West Moreland had completely demo- 
lished the arguments of the member for 
Peel on that subject. The American 
Government had given nothing for that 
privilege, to say that they had given us 
the navigation of Lake Michigan was 
nothing, because we had that betore ; 
they had been obliged to give us that 
navigation to get the use of the Welland 
Canal. With regard to the coasting 
trade, he contended that it was of very 
little value, and that it was only when 
freights were high that our people de- 
rived any material advantage from it. 
If that part of the Treaty had been in 
operation last year, he admitted that our 
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merchants would have reaped very con- 
sideiable advantage from it. (Hear, hear, 
from Ministerial benches.) As to the 
privileges derived trom the bonding sys- 
tem, those were contingent upon the 
Americans obtaining the use of our canals. 

Hon, Sir J. A. MACDONALD—No, no, 1 
deny that. 

Hon, Mr, MACKENZIE had read the 
Treaty in that way, and he went on to 
contend that it was no great advantage 
to Canadian commerce and the Cana« 
people would not suffer if it were 
Withdrawn, for in this case the Canadian 
merchant would send his agent to New 
York, to which place he imported, and 
ship his goods to Canada in bond 
as un American subject. Besides 
there was no danger of the bonding 
system being aboblished, as the Americans 
were only too glad to get the carrying trade 
which it brought them, and no people but 
madmen would give it up to gratify a fool. 
ish national spite. The hon. gentleman 
would find, if he looked up the comments 
upon the President’s speech which appear- 
ed in the New York papers, that everybody 
laughed at it as nonsense, and as a silly 
unmeaning threat. But there was no 
thieat, it merely poinied out that this 
would be done unless certain things took 
place. He (Mr. Mackenzie) was not afraid 
ofits being done, and a reason why, if the 
syStem were aboiished we should not be 
injured was that with the Intercolonial 
Opened we should be able io take advan- 
tage of the ports of St. John aud Halitax, 
and he hoped before long a wiater port on 
the bt. Lawrence. He had been amused 
at the alacrity with which the hon. Finance 
Minister attacked his old friends, the Re 
formers, in order that he might show his 

‘evotion to his new allies, he (Mr. Mac-~ 
kenzie) supposed. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—Noit on 
these benches. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE continued that 
he had been strongly reminded, wile list- 
ening to the remarks of the hon. gentle- 
man, of a speech of the hon. member for 
Lanark. He then quoted from a speech, 
in which Mr. Mcdougall had said that the 
Whole burden of certain speeches was 
‘‘ Brown,” they were Brown at beginning, 
Brown in the middie, and Brown at the 
end. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD—He’s 
‘** Done Brown” now. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that some 
one else would be done brown before long. 
He then alluded to the speech of the hon. 
meiuber for West Toronto, who had placed 
the Treaty in abeyance in order to attack 
the Ontario Government. He (Mr. Mac- 
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kenzie) was not here to defend that Gov~ 
ernment, nur was this the time or place. The 
hon. gentleman was willing to admit that 
the ‘Treaty was a bad one, but then Mr. 
Blake and Mr. Mackenzie had voted more 
money for railways than they ought to 
have done. The Treaty ought not to be 
accepted, the hon. gentleman had said; bu 
then Mr. Mackenzie was President of the 
Isolated Risk Insurance Company. (Laugh. 
ter.) That was the course of the argu- 
meni the gentleman had foliowed ; and yet 
he had set himself up as a constitutional 


-lawyer. That was the way he had discussed 


a great national subject, and yet he had 
presumed to lecture to others on the way 
in which they should carry on the debate. 
He would not follow the hon. gentleman, 
but would endeavour to discuss the Treaty 
on its merit. Well, what had hon. gentie. 
men opposite said of those merits? ‘hey 
had said the reaiy was one that would 
not meet the just expectations of the coun- 
try; they had said it was one that would 
not settle even if ratified the cause of 
difficulty between Great Britain and the 
United States; they had said that tue ac- 
ceptance of money for cession of territori- 
al rights was repugnant to the feelings of 
the Canadian people; they had spoken in 
different parts of correspondence of the 
dissatisfaction that pyevaied, saying that 
the disapprobation of the Treaty was gen- 
eral, from one end of the country to the 
Other, alike in the agricultural and mari- 
time aistricts ; and yet in the face of all that, 
without a shadow of proof to show that 
the 'l'reaty would have the slightest ettect 
in settling the causes of diflficaliy between 
England and the United States, they had 
come down and asked the House to accepi 
it, giving as the only reason that if we did 
SO we were to get a guarantee of two and 
a half millions. (Hesr, bear.) For the 
sake of this paltry advantage we. would 
have to undergo the humiliation of seeing 
the correspondence of the hon. gentleman 
opposite b) ought down to the Laglish House 
of Commons, where he could easily imagine 
with what feelings members would read 
those passages where the Canadian Gov- 
ernment had thrown out hints as to what 
they were willing to take for accepiing the 
Treaty. It was difficult to say who acted 
the worst part in this wretched huckster~ 
ing; the one party that had asked for 
four millions, or the other that had offered 
two and a half with which hon. gentlemen 
had closed. ‘hus there was only one 
reason given why the House should accept 
the Treaty. He admitted at once that we 
had national obligations to fulfill tie ad- 
mitted, and he had said before, that we 
could not ask the British taxpayer to main« — 


tain an army in this country, believing we 
were able to do our fair share in the de. 
_ fence of the Empire, by preserving the 
_ integrity of our frontiers. We had taken 
- upon ourselves these obligations, and we 

were entitled, therefore, to consider mat- 
ters that related to Canada from a purely 
Canadian stand-point He admitted that 
in certain circumstances we would be ob 
liged, as it would be our duty, to forget 
the Canadian point of view, and take that 
view hon. gentlemen had referred to as 


_ the Imperial, and which contemplated the 
interests of the Empire at large as distins 
_ guished from Colonial interests. But Ims 
f perial interests, if embodied in an Imper- 
eA ial policy, and sought to be forced upon 
_ any Colonial possession by the pressure of 
_ British ministers, would inevitab! y produce 
 afeeling that would ultimately result in 
4 consequences that he and every man in 
_ this Hoase would view with serious con- 
iP 


cern and alarm. If we were to have a ‘na- 
tional policy,”’ to use a word he was 
almost ashamed to employ, because it had 
heen prostituted to such unworthy pur- 
poses, let it be one that would command 
the respect of all mén. Let not_-this 
country be treated as a spoiled child,—but 
let us enquire whether the interests of 
the Empire were such as to call for sacris 
fices On our part. He had come to the 
conclusion that there was no such call for 
_ sacrifices. We were not asked by the Im- 
_ perial Government to make them; for, 
by the terms of the Treaty itself, the 
whole matter was left to the decision of the 

, Canadian Parliament. He combatted the 
assertion of the Minister of Justice that 
| the vote of this House in repealing certain 
duties last year had affected the negotia- 
tions at Washington, and pointed out that 
_ when that hon. gentleman had denounced 
those who had voted. for that repeal, he 
condemned many of his own supporters, 
| , including some of his colleagues who had 
_ (sustained that measure. He then alluded 
to the dissatisfaction that the Treity had 
caused among the fishermen, together 

_ }with resolutions that had been passed 
i eenice it by the Legislatures of New 
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_ {Brunswick and Nova Scotia. He had com- 
municated with leading gentlemen in the 
Lower Provinces and received replies that 
satisfied him that nothing had ever been 
sO unpopular in those provinces as the 
Treaty. He could not, therefore, receive 
as conclusive the statements of hon. mem- 
bers from those Provinces who declared 
that the Treaty was acceptable to the fish~ 
ermen. In any case, whether the fishermen 
were satisfied or not, he claimed that the 
people of Ontario had as much right to 
be considered by the House. ‘hey had a 
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deep and very serious interest in the mat~ 
ter. During two years previous to the 
repeal of the Reciprocity Treaty, that Pro- 
vince had exported over thirteen millions 
of produce to the Jnited States, Since 
that period a vast proportion of that kind 
of produce had paid tribute to the United 
States because of the repeal of the Treaty. 
They believed that right or wrong, so long 
as we held the gates of the St. Lawrence 
river and the fisheries, we held a weapon 
in our hands that would compel a regard 
for that system of trade which was so con- 
venient, if not absolutely necessary, to the 
two countries having so long a contiguous 
boundary. This was the view that had 
been taken by the Minister of Justice, but 
he and the Minister of Customs had re- 
ceived new light upon the subject and 
decried the value of those levers towards 
obtaining reciprocity in trade. He (Mr. 
Mackenzie) did not think the reasons that 
had been adduced by hon. gentlemen 
were at all sufficient to justify the House 
in giving its assent to this Treaty. and to 
that opinion he adverted. While he frees 
ly admitted that an occasion might arise 
when it might become necessary for mem~ 
bers of the House to consider what they 
would have to do for the sake of that poli- 
tical connection which they all believed it 
advisable to continue, he had almost sicke 
ened atthe reiterations of loyalty that 
had found so much room in this debate. 
He felt loyalty for the British Crown and 
the British nation. He felt that it was a 
privilege to belong to that great country ; 
but, while entertaining that feeling, he 
he could not but remember that there 
was a patriotism that could not be cha~« 
racterized by that sentimental name of 
loyalty ; there was a patriotism every man 
must feel who has a country to legislate 
for, if he occupied a_ representative’s 
position in the Legislature of that country, 
and he considered that his position as a 
Canadian representative demanded of him 
that he should give his first and best res 
gards to the country he was most deeply 
interested in. There was a motto which 
was sometimes used for picnics which was 
applicable, and while he would quote :— 
“the subject who is truly loyal to the 
Chiet magistrate will neither advise nor 
submit to arbitrary measures.” (Hear, 
hear.) And he would say that if this 
Treaty was deliberately adopted by this 
House, it would be adopted against the 
declared convictions of nine-tenths of the 
members of the House. (Hear, hear.) 
The consviences of hon. members were de- 
cidedly and unequivocally against the 
Treaty. The hon. gentleman who had 
spoken last had declared it to be a bad 
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treaty, and one that met his condemnation, 
and he had endorsed every wordof that 
now famous Order in Council of- 28th of 
July last. Great Britain had said—-‘If 
you think this Treaty a bad one don't 
ratify iv. You know what best suits your 
own interests, and we have left the whole 
matter to your own free choice, to accept 
it or not, as your view of your interests 
may seem to require.” If these things 
were true why had they been told that 
they must accept it in the interests of 
the Empire? (Hear, hear.) When 
the Empire asked them to accept 
it in the interest of the Empire it 
would be time enough to consider in that 
light. The Empire had not asked it, 
and if it had, he would feel inclined to 
discuss the question which was involved 
in such a concession as this. ‘The ques 
tion which was involved, as he had stated, 
was a cession of territorial rights. (Hear, 
hear.) The hon. member for Peel in the 
able and eloquent speech he had made 
upon this subject, had asked if there was 
really anything so very objectionable 
after all m this cession of territorial rights ; 
had not Spain, he had asked, and France, 
and Russia sold colonies to other powers? 
But there was a difference between a 
nation selling that part of its territory 
which was unproductable and unprofit- 
able, and bringing pressure from without 
upon a people, in order to force them to 
cede territorial rights, and yield, for a 
money consideration, property they pre- 
ferred and desired to keep. (Hear, hear.) 
He had heard the Secretary of State speak 
of the Nova Scotia coast as the ‘ ocean 
farms” of the Dominion ; but now the 
honourable gentleman by this Treaty was 
forced, whether he liked it or not, toa: mit 
a partner to his farms ; while he and his 
colleagues affected to believe that the 
British Government was pressing upon 
them to sell one-half of that domain to 
America in order to purchase peace for 
England. (Hear, hear.) He (Mr. Mac- 
Kenzie) did not believe it was necessary to 
do that, and hon. gentlemen opposite had 
failed to prove that. Then if it was done, 
would this country and the reiations of 
the Empire with the United States be in a 
better position than before? We knew 
the policy of the United States ; the tem~ 
per and character of its people ; and we 
might be sure that, if this concession was 
made, within five years some new demand 
based upon what was yielded in this treaty 
would be put forth, some new concession 
would have to be made to the Republic to 
gratify its insatiable and rapacious maw. 
(llear, hear) He did not, could not bex~ 
lieve that England was a party to any such 
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sacrifice as that. If we were to be com: 
elled to humiliate ourselves in order to 
satisfy the claims of the neighbouring Re- 
public, he for one would prefer that we 
should pass out of our present state of 
existence and take some other political 
form (Ministerial cries of hear, hear), some 
form under which we would have at least 
the right of exhibiting an independent 
spirit, and not be subject to such control as 
the hon. gentleman had asked the House 
to believe was imposed upon us. (Hear, 
hear.) But he did not believe it, he be« 
lieved the hon. gentleman opposite had 
attributed to England intentions she had 
never entertained; that they had never 
been authorized to place England in the 
position in which she had been presented, 
and that the purpose they had in view was 
one unworthy of gentlemen representing 
a young and growing community in con- 
nection with a power that was sufficient to 
protect its subjects on every land and — 
every sea. (Opposition cheers.) That 
seemed tobe the position of the case, and, 
when he had listened to all that had been 
said on the question, he confessed that he ~ 
was still more confirmed in his impression 
at the end of this long debate that it was 
entirely wrong, in the circumstances in~ 
which we were placed, to act in the way 
hon. gentlemen opposite had sought to - 
enforce upon them. He regretted the 
sentiments that had been expressed by — 
the hon. member for Sherbrooke, because 
he did not believe that that hon. gentleman 
had truly represented the feelings of the | 
great heart of the people of this country. 
He did not believe there was that trouble 
in our future relations if we declined to 
accede to this demand, which hon. gentle- 
men opposite pretended to fear; on the 
contrary, he believed that if we firmly fol— 
lowed out the true policy of preserving 
with integrity the territorial rights com~ 
mitted to our care in this country, and of 
maintaining an attitude of perfect inde~ 
pendence towards the people of the United 
States, we should prove ourselves to them 
to be as capable of as great thoughts and 
as brilliant a destiny as those who are cons 
stantly and loudly lauding about their 
manifest destiny being to swallow up the 
entire continent. _{Cheers.] He did not 
believe that even this acceptance of the 
‘Treaty, bad as it was, would influence our 
people in the direction indicated by the 
hon. member for Sherbrooke; but that it 
would make a feeling of deep dissatisfac« 
tion there was no possible doubt, and 
where dissatisfaction prevailed it must 
find expression in some way or other in 
public affairs. If this Treaty were adopte 
us he supposed it would be, [hear, hear], 


its public men, 


637 Treaty 


16 would be for hon. gentlemen to conside: 


- in what shape that dissatisfaction would 
find expression. The whole question had 


been very fully and ably discussed on both 
sides, and it wasenow for hon. members to 
say whether this Treaty was to become 
a realized fact in our history. He 
trusted it would not, and he ap. 


pealed to honourable gentlemen ,not 


to deal with it from any consideration of 
party. He did not wish to make it a 
party matter; he wished to have it dealt 
with on its merits, and although the hon. 


gentleman opposite was responsible for 


it as our representative, although his col. 
leagues were responsible with him, and al- 
though the carrying of the amendment 


would be a vote of want of confidence, 


still, after all, what did it matter? The 
country would survive, even though this 
House did declare its want of confidence 
in the Government, even though these 
men should pass away, even though most 
of them in that House were taken away, 
the country would still live and perhaps 
not seriously miss them from the rank: of 
It was of incalculably 
greater importance than the preservation 
of a Government or thesuccess of a party, 
that these feelings should be cultivated 


which stimulated a buoyant and national 


spirit, without which no people could hope 
to achieve a great future. He had endea- 


__voured to take as lai ge a view of the ques- 


tion as possible, a generous view of the 
liabilitie: imposed on us a3 a colony, and 
as liberal a view of the duty we owe t» 
(treat Britain. He believed, judging from 
all the information he had received, from 
all the arguments he had heard, and from 
what seemed to him to be our plain duty 
in the matter, that clearly the best thing 
for Canada that could be done by the 
House was to give a vote adverse to the 


course the Government had proposed to 


pursue, to give a vote upon the Govera~ 
ment measure that would have the effect 
of destroying that one sided Treaty, which, 
if accomplished, would have all the disas 
trous consequences that the hon. genile- 
men theuiselves had alleged in their 
minute of the 28th July would be the 
inevitsble result of the Treaty. (Hear, 
hear.) He then discussed the question 
of the Fenian claims, remarking that, 
alt.ough he did noi care for a money 
compensation for those claims the coun- 
try should have received some asgu- 
rance that the wrongs it had suffered 
in the past would not be repeated. The 
Treaty was altogether unsatisfactory on 
thst point; for, while England had ex- 
pressed regret on account of the escape of 
the Alabama, the United States had no 
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apology to offer for the escape of land 

pirates to murder our people. He cons 

trasted this with the conduct of Canada du- 

ring the American war, mentioning that in 

order to satisfy the United States Parlia- 

ment had been called upon to make good 

the money taken by raiders from St. 

Albans Banks. He apologized to the 

House for having occupied so much time, 

but he had felt that, on this occasion it 

was desirable that he should speak in the 

plainest terms the convictions he had at- 

tained on this question, which affected so 

deeply the future of the country. He 

presumed the Treaty would be carried ; it 
would prove disastrous to the country in 

more ways than one. He would do his 
part to discharge his duty whether the” 
Government carried the Hill or not. If it 

was carried he would bow to the decision 

of the House, and do the best he could in 
order to carry on the affairs of the country 

in that prosperous state they all hoped it 

would continue in. If the Government 

carried the bill, as he had no doubt they 

would, he would be able to refer at some 

future time to what he had said to-night, 

in order to show that he at least had raised 
his yoice in protest against this national 

wrong and degradation. (Cheers. ) 

Hon. Mr MORRIS did not intend to de-« 
tain the House long, but could not allow 
the extraordinary speech just delivered to 
pass without comment. The hon. mem-— 
ber held no position in the House 
that justitied him in saying to a large 
majority that they were voting against 
their consciences. What right had 
he to arrogate to himself such a 
tone? Hecould tell the hon. gentleman 
that he (Mr. Morris) was surrounded by 
men on both sides of the House who were 
above all imputations of sinning against 
their consciences. There were some other 
very extraordinary utterances of the hon. 
member to which he would have to refer. 
That hon. member, as wellas the member for 
West Durhim, was most anxious to estab- 
lish the point that they ha taken the lead 
in the advanced Reform opinion of the 
country ; saying that, on the 18th or 19th 
May, they had made the first utterances 
of their party. On the 1!th May, how- 
ever, the Globe came out with a decided 
and pronounced utterance against the 
adoption of the Treaty. The hon. gentle- 
man said there had been no variance of 
opinion on the part ot the Opposition ; but 
there had been a very great variance. On 
the 6th of June the members for Lambton 
and West Durham addressed a meeting at 
Strathroy, taking strong grounds against 
the Treaty, and a declaration of policy 
was then made by the latter which, during 
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the present debate, he had not ventured 
to repeat. ‘he member for Hants had 
been taunted over and over again for his 
utterances; but the member for West 
Durham stated at the meeting mentioned 
that Canada was on the eve of a most 
serious crisis, and that one of the things 
that most moved him in opposition to the 
Treaty was that it was the beginning of the 
end. The member for Lambton had that 
night disclosed what he contemplated that 
end would be; but the member for West 
Durham did not speak in the same direc- 
tion. He endeavoured to show that the 
inevitable results of the Treaty would be 
separation, or a reorganization of the 
Empire. The hon. member made no such 
declarations now, however. The question 
before the House was whether or not they 
should -it being at the request of the 
Parliament and people of England—-give 
our assent to the Canadian questions re- 
served for our free and unfettered dispos- 
al by England. The member for Lambton 
stated that the only possible chance of 
war was the Alabama question , but there 
was higher authority than his. He quoted 
from speeches of leaders of the English 
Government to show that they regarded 
the other questions in dispute as being 
very likely to cause serious results between 
the two countries. The hon. member then 
asked the House if they were going through 
a,soleamn farce in passing the bill, when 
its passage had really been a foregone con. 
clusion. This was not correct. The 
Queen had reserved for the decision of the 
Canadian Parliament the clauses in ques- 
tion, and Canada was asked to give her 
free and unfettered assent and he knew 
right well that it would be given. The 
House would take a large, generous view 
of the position. They would remember 
the diffkculties and responsibilities of the 
Imperial Government, and the immense 
sacrifice they had made. The hon. gentle- 
man said he felt humiliated at the idea 
that Canada was asked to assent to these 
clauses. Must not the people of England 
have felt some humiliation when they 
agreed to place on record an apology for 
the escape of the Alabama? Though they 
maintained that they had committed no 
international wrong they did it for the 
sake of peace. He referred to the action 
of the English Opposition, who did not 
embarrass the Government. but desired a 
peaceful and honourable settlement of the 
matter, and the same feeling pervaded in 
this Parliament also. The Government 
were prepared to meet the country in 4 
short time, and to discuss the great ques - 
tions they have dealt with, and he knew 
well what the issue would be, It would 
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not be what the hon. gentleman anticipat- 
ed. That hon. gentleman had stated that 
the only consideration presented to the 
House for the adoption of the Treaty was 
the guarantee, and he said that that con- 
sideration was paltry, pitiful, and humiliat- 
ing. The course of the Government had 
been misrepresented time and again, and 
it had been said that the Government ap- 
proved of the Treaty. Their dissent was 
shown by their despatches to the British 
Government. ‘Then thay were taunted for 
inconsistency, and were asked what had 
induced them to change. ‘The reason wis 
obvious. There were two questions, the 
fisheries and the Fenian claims; and Gov- 
erenment desired to take the latter cause 
of difficulty out of the arena; they were 
willing to make a sacrifice, but they felt 
that England had assumed the responsi- 
bility of dealing with Fenians claims, and 
it was only proper that she should meet 
Canada in the matter by showing that she 
had a great interest in the Dominion, by 
assisting her great works. The Government 
took that ground that they disap proved 
of the Treaty, but they would forego their 
strong opinions and risk their position in 
order to have England linking her for- 
tunes with Canada, and it was a boon of 
which every man ought to be proud that 
England had a second time come forward _ 
and given to our great works the impress _ 
of her reputation. There was no humilia- 
tion in all this, and he firmly believed that 
by doing so, and affirming the Treaty, 
they would assure the permanency of the 
connection with Great Britain. The pass — 
sage of the Treaty would be a proof of their — 
attachment to the Empire, and he felt 
assured that, as years went by, it would be 
found that the alternatives spoken of were 
not the only ones. It was nota question 
of that absorption which every man would 
resist, but it was a question of standing, 
as we had done, maintaining our position in 
the British Empire, and growing up under 
her protection. 

Mr. BOLTON denied that the Ma- 
ritime Provinces were generally in fa. — 
vour of the Treaty, and said the teeling 
in its favour was little more than at first, 
He dissented from a statement made by 
the Premier, that if the Treaty was not 
affirmed Canadian fishermen would become 
hewers of wood and drawers of water to 
the Americans. 
had maintained their position hitherto. 
and would continue to do so. As to the 
alleged equivalents for the cession of the 
fisheries, if it was our duty to pass the 
Treaty, he would prefer to do it without a 


question of equivalent at all, but in the 


interest of the Empire only. He referred — 


The Canadian fishermen _ 


~~ © 
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to the speech of the President of the 
Council, which, he said, contained many 
_ inconsistencies. and which had he been 
_ doubtful, would have inclined him against 
the Treaty. The Treaty was not what he 
would have desired, but it was the best 
_ British diplomacy could obtain, England 
_ was excéedingly snxious that it should be 
‘ratified, and he could not resist that ap- 
“peal; he could not say to England that 
_ he did not care for the new principle of a 
peaceful settlement of disputes, but in 
_ the words of the Premier he would accept 
the Treaty with all its imperfections for 
‘the sake of peace, and for the sake of the 
Empire, and he should therefore vote 
- against all amendments. 
Dr. ROBITAILLE said it had been said 
that great benefits had arisen from the 
_ Treaty of 1845, but he believed our fisher- 
- men in these transactions were the losers. 
The fisheries of the United States were 
_ ruined and the infiux of American vessels 
proved disastrous to the Canadian fisher 
men. The catch of fish was not nearly 
_ so large now as formerly, and indeed the 
_ fishermen had now to emigrate to the 
_ north shore to follow their pursuits. The 
Treaty of 1854 was passed because the 
- Americans wanted our fisheries, and the 
Upper Canadians wanted the American 
_ market for their produce, and between 
__ these interestsithe fisheries were sacrificed. 
_ The Premier, in a speech which would do 
_ honour to the greatest English statesman, 
_ had placed before them the position of 
_ England, and he had been much moved 
_ by his address to the loyal feelings of the 
- members. His constituents were quite 
willing to bear any reasonable share of the 
burdens of the Empire, but they consider 
ed the Treaty asked them to sacrifice too 
much, and he should therefore oppose the 
amendments and also the second reading 
of the bill. . 
Mr. A. P. MACDONALD said hon. gen- 
_ tlemen need not be surprised at the course 
taken by the hon. member for Lambton, 
for not more than a year ago he spoke 
_ unceasingly in'favour of party government, 
_ which was his only cry. The hon. gentle. 
‘man got elected by 406 majority, Mr. 
_ Sandfield Macdonald’s government was 
_ overthrown, and the hon. member for 
Lambton took a seatin the Ontario Govern. 
~ ment, but when he went back to West Mid 
_ dlesex for re-election he uttered no word 
as to ‘‘party” then, for after preaching 
_ strict party lines, they took into the Cabi- 
- net a pronounced Conservative, and added 
four hundred thousand dollars to the fif 
teen hundred thousand put by for railway 
_ purposes, which they themselves before 
_ they got into power strenuously opposed. 
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The Government of Ontario did not stand 
as well as they did twelve months ago. 
‘The hon. member for Lambton was not the 
same he was a year ago, when crying 
“party, party ;”’ for he was now working 
harmoniously with a Conservative in the 
Cabinet, and doubtless the hon. member 
for "uambton felt regret at the lead of this 
House being taken out of his hands by the 
hon. member for West Durham. Now with 
regard to the Treaty, he believed the peo- 
ple were anxious for it. It cost us at least 
$100,000 a year to protect the fisheries, 
but the people of Ontario did not benefit 
by it. It was said that the Canadian fisher- 
men could not compete with the Ameri- 
cans, but he should be sorry to think that 
they were unable to do so, considering 
the distance from which the Americans 
came, and he thought that the Treaty 
would greatly benefit the Maritime Pro. 
vinces, As to the canals, were we giving 
away any rights the Americans had not pos- 
sessed from 1812 up to the present time? 
The canals were built for the development 
of the western trade, and it would be the 
best thing to give the Americans the free 
navigation of the St. Lawrence. People 
in a year or two would bless this Govern- 
ment for passing the Treaty by the majority 


-it would he passed with to-night. How 


could we expect reciprocity when we 
could get labour much cheaper than the 
Americans could, and had to pay large 
amounts off their national debt? I1f we 
could get reciprocity at the end of this 
Treaty, it was as much as could be exe 
pected. ‘Those who had found fault with 
the Treaty, could not show how we could 
have done better. It was awise thought 
of our Government to get England’s en» 
dorsement to the £2,500,000, as the coun« 
try needed nothing more than the exten- 
sion of vast public works for which the 
money would be expended. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. THOMPSON (British Columbia) 
thought too much time had already been 
wasted in discussing the Treaty, and that 
it would have been better for many of the 
speakers to have circulated their views 
through their local organs. He consider- 
ed the concessions to be made, of no 
political value. The Treaty was not all 
they could expect, but he thought it 
would be madness to reject it. 

Mr. MERRITT said tha*, judging from 
the speeches that had been made, one 
would be led to believe that the fisheries 
were the principal interests of Canada. 
But he thought the provisions of articles 
29 and 30 of the Treaty were of far 
greater importance. The Treaty would 
give an impetus to the shipping interests 
of Canada, and many vessels were already 
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being built in Ontario, in anticipation of 
the ratification of the Treaty. 

Mr. D A. SMITH (Manitoba) would not 
have detained the House were it not for 
the remarks of the members for Gaspé, 
Gloucester and Westmoreland, as to the 
fisheries. For many years he had been on 
the coast of Labrador, and having known 
the people of that coast for many years 
before the reciprocity treaty of ’54, he 
could say that they were an honest and 
industrious but very poor people, living 
from hand to mouth. At first they 
looked upon that treaty with dread, fear- 
ing the competition of the Americans. 
The fact was that, when the Americans came, 
the Canadians worked themselves still more, 
and in a few years, instead of being 80 
very poor with very few of the necessaries 
of life, and none of the luxuries, they 
became a well-to-do people. The num« 
ber of their fish yearly increased, and they 
found that, man to man, they were as good 
as those they had so dreaded. They be- 
came more manly and feit they were 
quite able to compete with the Americans. 
As it was then he was sure it would be 
now, and they would hail with joy the 
prospect of a return of that prosperity 
which they then enjoyed, from being al- 
lowed to take their fish into the American 
markets. It had been said that the peo- 
ple of the fishery coasts were a lawless 
set of men. Such had not been his ex- 
perience during a residence of from 
twentysfive to thirty years. He had 
known but one single case of crime, 
which he explained to the House. As to 
the assertion that the free navigation of 
the River Yukon on the north-west was 
of no practical use to Canadians, he 
thought it was otherwise. That river 
goes into British territory some 300 or 400 
miles, ard while it now takes the Hudson 
Bay Company several years to get their 
goods from England to points on that 
river, by the operation of the Treaty, they 
will, ‘it the Treaty is ratified, be able to 
get their stores to their destination in 
eighteen months. He read a letter from 
the Secretary of State for the United 
States to show that at present no person 
other than United States citizens can go 
up that river. He would vote for the 
Treaty. 

Mr. WORKMAN said that, representing 
the interests he did, it would be ill bes 
coming if he did not give expression to 
the sentiments he held on the matter 
under discussion. He thought the 
Treaty, since it was first published, had 
received the approval of nine tenths of 
the commercial community of the city 
he had the honor to represent. They felt 
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it did not give them all they ought to 
have, but that it was a compromise and 
should be accepted. He regretted the 
course which the President of the Council 
had taken in endeavoring to make the 
people of Canada satisfied with the 
Treaty. It was an Imperial measure, and 
one which the Imperial Government 
deemed necessary for the interests of the 
whole Empire, and Canada should be 
willing to ratify it. If carried out it 
would give a certainty to commercial men, 
and make them feel that they could trade 
with each other without fear of the 
future. Canada could build ships cheaper 
and sail them cheaper than the Americans 
and could beat them in their Own mara 
kets. He was only too glad to see Ameria 
can vessels passing through the Canadian 
canals and lakes and rivers, and thought 
everything should be done to encourae™ 
trade between the two countries. 

Mr. MoCALLUM said the feeling against 
the Treaty had been stimulated by gen- 
tlemen on the opposite side of the House, 
Canada could build vessels and equip 
them 334 per cent, cheaper than the 
Americans. There had been a good deal 
said about giving up the use of the canals. 
In his opinion they ought to be only too 
glad to have the Americans use their canals, 
It had been the policy of the Govern- 
ment to enlarge canals; it was so provided 
in the Quebec resolutions, and he was sas 
tisfied that, if that policy was pursued, we 
should have a large increase of business. 
As to the bonding system the member for 
Lambton had said that that was nothing 
to the people of this country, as a man 
could go and live in New York, import his 
goods, and send them on to Canada in 
bond as an American citizen. It was the 
first time he had heard a statesman advo- 
cate that the people of this country should 
leave it and emigrate to another country 
in order to practise what would be virtually 
a fraud. The member for Lambton also 
said that the Americans would not do 
away with the bonding system because 
they were anxious to get our trade. Why 
then should we not be anxious to enlarge 
our canals in order to get their trade? 
As to the Fenian claims, he knew there 
was a feeling in the part of the country 
he represented that the United States 
Government had not done their duty a8 
a friendly power; at the same time he 


in withdrawing the Fenian claims from 
the consideration of the Joint High Com- 
mission at Washington. If they had got 
damages from the American Government 
for calling out the Volunteers, the United — 
States would have had an equal right 
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claim from England for consequential da- 
mages. The member for West Durham 
had referred to a certain widow’sson. He 
had advocated the defeat of the Treaty ; 
but had not told them what he would give 
jhem if they rejected the Treaty, If he 
defeated the Treaty and brought on war, 
they would havea good many more widows 
and orphans. He would like to see the 
words “land carriage” struck out. If 
the canals were enlarged, Canada would 
practically have the coasting trade from 
_ the upper lakes to the ocean. 
Mr. RUFUS STEPHENSON said that it 
_was not his habit gto trouble the House, 
but after sitting silent here for several 
nights and days, he felt constrained to 
_ say a few words on so important a ‘yues 
tion. At first, when the Treaty was made 
_ public, he had taken strong exceptions to 
_ the terms of it, for he thought that the 
Commissioners at Washington had not 
- done all they ought to have done for the 
interests of Canada; but subsequent in- 
vestigation had shown him that they had 
done the best they could for us; at least, 
~ the Commissioner for Canada had; and 
- our Government, as a Government, and 
_ the Ministers, in their public capacity and 
_ in every other way, did what lay in their 
_ power; and everything that the Commis- 
- sioners could do has been done. Our 
v people thought that grain, lumber, salt, 
: &c., should be admitted to the American 
- market free of duty, and that we ought 
to have reciprocity in the West. But, 
after consideration, he was convinced, 
that all that could be done for our inter- 
f ests had been done, and we had obtained 
the best terms which, under the circum~ 
stances, we could get or that the United 
States could give. The question was now 
whether we should put ourselves in anto 
gonism with the Imperial Government 
after what had been done. He thought it 
was our duty to accept the Treaty, faulty 
though it was. He was strongly in favour 
of better terms ; but as it had been shown 
that we had got the best we could at the 
present time, he would vote for the ‘Treaty, 
aud when he went home, he felt he could 
give good and patriotic reasons for sup- 
porting its ratification toenight. It was to 
be regretted that the terms were not 
more liberal to Canada than they were, 
but it was manifestly to our interest to 
accept them, even deficient as they were, 
and he should vote accordingly. (Cheers.) 
Dr. SCHULTZ, although representing a 
Province the farthest removed from the 
operations of the fishery clauses, and 
therefore the least interested in them, 
had come resolved to be guided by the 
Opinions of the members from Nova 
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Scotia and New Brunswick; and, after 
hearing their speeches and watching the 
question closely, he should vote for the 
Treaty. 


Dr. GRANT (of Russell) merely wished 


to put himself right with his constituents. 
He was much pleased to say he thorough. 
ly agreed with members and the Govern~ 
ment in the course they had pursued, and 
would vote for the Treaty because it will 
cement us together and bring about a 
new reciprocity which would produce the 
best results between Canada and America. 


Mr. HOLMES, as representing a not un. 


important constituency, desired to say 
that, after hearing the arguments for and 
against the Treaty, he should vote for 
ratification, 


Mr. ROSS (Dundas) attempted to ad- 


dress the House amid great uproar, and 
after saying he trusted he would find some 
place where he would have a more apprex 
ciative audience, he resumed his seat. 


At midnight the members were called 
The first division, on Mr, Bodwell’s 
anzendment, resulted as follows :—yeas, 
51; nays, 125; majority for the Govern» 
ment, 74. 


YEAS—Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, Blake, Bod- 
well, Bourassa, Bowell; Bowman, Brown, Ca- 
meron (Huron), Cheval, Connell, _Coupal, 
Delorme (St. Hyacinthe), Fortier, Fournier, 
Geoffrion, Godin, Joly, Jones (Halifax), Kempt, 
Macdonaid (Glengarry), MacFarlane, Mackenzie, 
Magill, McConnell, McDougall (Renfrew), Mc- 
Monies, Metcalfe, Mills, Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, 
Pozer, Redford, Renaud, Ross (Dundas), Ross 
(Prince Edward), Ross (Victoria, N. S.), Ross 
(Wellington), C. R, Rymal, Seatcherd, Snider, 
Stirton, Thompson (Haldimand), Thompson (On- 
tario), Wells, White (Halton), White (Hast Has- 
tings), Wright (York, Ont.) Young.—Total 1, 

Nays.—Messrs. Abbott, Archambeault, Ault, 
Baker, Barthe, Beaty, Beaubien, Bellerose, 
Benoit, Bertrand, Blanchette, Bolton, Brousseau, 
Burpee, Cameron (Inverness), Cameron (Peel), 
Campbell, Carling, Carmichael, Caron, Carter, 
Cartier, (Sir George), Cayley, Chauveau, Coffin, 
Colby, Crawford, (Brockville), Crawtord (Leeds), 
Gumberland, Currier, Daoust, DeCosmos, De- 
lorme (Provencher), Dobbie, Dorion, Drew, Du- 
gas, Ferguson, Ferrier, Fortin, Galt, (Sir A. T.), 
Gaucher, Gaudet, Gendron, Gibbs, Grant, Gray, 
Grover, Hagar, Harrison, Heath, Hincks (Sir 
Francis), Holmes, Holton, Houghton, Hurdon, 
Irvine, Jackson, Jones (Leeds and Grenville), 
Keeler, Killam, Kirkpatrick, Lacerte, Langevin, 
Langlois, Lapum, Lawson, Levisconte, Little, 
Macdonald, Sir John A. Macdonald (Kingston), 
McDonald (Antigonish), Macdonald (Lunenburg), 
McDonald (Middlesex), Masson (Soulanges), Mas- 
son (Terrebonne), McCallum, McDougall, (la- 
nark). Macdougall (Three Rivers), McGreevey, 
McKeagney, Merritt, Mofiatt, Morris, Morrison 

Niagara), Munro, Nathan, Nelson, ©’Connor, 
She ety Perry, Picard, Pinsonneault, Pope, Pou- 
liot, Power, Robitaille, Ross, (Champlain), Ryan, 
(Kings, N. B.), Ryan pagel dete West), Savary, 
Schultz, Scriver, Shanly, Simard, Smith, (Sel- 
kirk), Smith (Westmoreland), Sproat, Stephen- 
son, Street, Sylvain, Thompson (Cariboo), Tilley, 
Tourangeau, Tremblay, Tupper, Wallace (Albert), 
Wallace (Vancouver Island), Walsh, Webb, 
Whitehead, Wilson, Wood, Workman, Wright 
(Ottawa County). Total—125, 


A division was then taken on Mr. 
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Blake’s amendment, and the following 
was the vote: 

Yeas, 52; nays, 125, Majority for the 
Government, 73. 


YEAS :—Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, Blake, Bod- 
well, Bourassa, Bowman, Cameron (Huron), Car- 
michael, Cheval, Connel, Coupal, Delorme (St. 
Hyacinthe), Dorion, Fortier, Fournier, Geottrion, 
Godin, Hagar, Holton, Joly, Jones (Halifax), 
Kempt, Macdonald (Glengarry), Macfarlane, 
Mackenzie, Magill, McConkey, McDougal (Ren- 
frew), McMonies, Metcalf, Mills, Morrison (Victo- 
ria), Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, Pozer, Redford, 
Renaud, Ross (Prince Edward), Ross (Victoria, 
N.S.), Ross (Wellington), Rymal, Seatcherd, 
Snider, Stirton, Thompson (Haldimand), Thomp- 
son (Ontario), Wells, White (Halton), Wood, 
Wright (York), Young. Total yeas, 52. 


NAyYs.—Messrs, Abbott, Archambeault, Ault, 
Baker, Barthe, Beaty, Beaubien, Bellerose, Benoit 
Bertrand, Blanchet, Bolton, Bowell, Bown, Brous- 
seau, Brown, Burpee, Cameron (Inverness), 
Cameron (Peel), Campbell, Carling, Caron, Car- 
ter, Sir Geo.E. Cartier, Cayley, Chauveau, Coffin, 
Colby, Crawford (Brockville), Crawford (Leeds), 
Cumberland, Currier, Daoust, De Cosmos, De- 
lorme (Provencher), Dobbie, Drew, Dugas, Fer- 
guson, Ferris, Fortin, Galt, (Sir Alex. T.) Gaucher, 
Gaudet, Gendron, Gibbs, Grant, Gray, Grover, 
Harrison, Heath, Sir Francis Hincks, Holmes, 
Houghton, Hurdon, Irvine, Jackson, Jones 
(Leeds and Grenville), Keeler, Killam, Kirkpat- 
rick, Lacerte, Langevin, Langton, Lapum, Law- 
son, Levesconte, Little, Sir John Macdonald 
(Kingston), McDonald BS ate or McDonald 
(Lunenburg), McDonald (Middlesex), Masson 
(Soulanges), Masson (Terrebonne), McCallum, 
McDougall (Three Rivers), McGreevy, McKeag- 
ney, Merrit, Moffat, Morris, Morrison (Niagara), 
Munro, Nathan, Nelson, O’Connor, Pearson, 
Perry, Pickard Pinsonneault, Pope, Pouliot, 
Power. Robitaille, Ross (Champlain), Ross (Dun- 
dus), Ryan (Kingston, N. B.), Ryan (Montreal 
West), Savary, Schultz, Scriver, Shanly, Simard, 
Smith (Selkirk), Smith (Westmoreland), Sproat, 
Stephenson, Street, Sylvain, Thompson (Cari- 
boo), Tilley, Tourangeau, Tremblay, Tupper, 


Wallace (Albert), Wallace (Vancouver Island), 
Walsh, Webb, White (East Hastings), White2 
ead, 


poate Workman, Wright (Ottawa 


County).—Tota. 


A division was then taken on the mo- 
tion for the second reading of the bill, 
with the following result :— Nays, 55; 


Yeas, 121. Majority for the Government, 
66. 


YEAS.—Abbott, Archambeault, Ault, Baker 
Barthe, Beaty, Beaubien, Bellerose, Benoit, Ber- 
trand, Blanchet, Bolton, Bown, Brousseau, Bur- 
pee, Cameron [Inverness], Cameron [Peel], 
Campbell, Carling, Carmichael, ‘Caron, Carter, 
Sir Geo. Cartier, Cayley, Chauveau Coffin, Colby, 
Crawford [Brockville], Crawford [Leeds]; Cum- 
berland, Currier, Daoust, De Cosmos, Delorme 
[Provencher], Dobbie Drew, Dugas, Ferguson, 
Ferris, Sir Alexander T. Galt, Gaucher, Gaudet, 
Gendron, Gibbs, Grant, Grover, Hagar, Heath, 
Sir Francis Hincks, Holmes, Holton. Houghton, 
Hurdon, Irvine, Jackson, Jones, [Leeds and 
Grenville], Keeler, Killam, Kirkpatrick, Lacerte, 
Langevin, Langlois, Lapum, Lawson, LeVes- 
conte, Little, Macdonald, Sir J. A. [Kingston], 
McDonald [Antigonish], McDonald [Lunenburg], 
McDonald [Middlesex], Masson [Soulanges], Mas- 
son [Terrebonne], McCallum, McDougall [La- 
nark], McDougall [Three Rivers], McGreevy, Me- 
Keagney, Merrit, Moftat, Morris, Morrison, [Nia- 
gara], Nathan, Nelson O’Connor, Pearson, Perry, 
Pickard, Pinsonneault, Pope, Pouliot, Power, 
Ross [Champlain], Ross [Dundas], Ryan [King, 

- B.], Ryan [Montreal West}, Savary, Schultz, 
Scriver, Shanly, Symard, Smith [Selkirk], Smith 
[Westmoreland], Sproa , Stephenson, Street, 
Sylvain, Thompson {Cariboo}, Tilley, Tourangeau, 


Mr. Ross. 


nays, 125, 
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Tremblay, Tupper, Wallace [Albert], Wallace 
[Vancouver Island], Walsh, Webb, hitehead, 
Wilson, Workman, Wright [Ottawa County.]J— 
Total yeas, 121, 


Nays.—Anglin, Beachard, Blake, Bodwell, 
Bourrassa, Bowell, Bowman, Brown, Cameron 
[Huron], Cheval, Connel, 


Coupal, Delorme, [St. 
Hyacinthe}, Dorion, Fortier, Fortin, Fournier, 
Geoftfrion, Godin, Joly, Jones [Halifax], Kempt, 
Macdonald [Glengarry], McFarlane, Mackenzie, 
MeGill, McConkey, McDougali [Renfrew], Mec- | 
Monies, Metcalf, Mills, Morrison [Victoria], 
Munro, Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, Pozer, Red- 
ford, Renaud, Robitaille, Ross (Prince Ed- 
ward), Ross [Victoria], Ross [Wellington], Ry- 
mal, Scatcherd, Snider, Stirton, Thompson [Hal- — 
cimand], Thompson [Ontario], Wells, White ‘ 
[Halen White [East  paenag ree ee Wright 
(York, Ontario, W. R.,] Young. _ Total nays, 55. | 


The bill was read a second time, to be 
referred to committee to-morrow. 
The Youse adjourned at 12.45. 


ce aay 


SENATE. 


Fripay, 17th May. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o'clock. 4 

After the presentation of petitions and — 
other routine proceedings, 

Hon Mr, AIKINS brought up a return 
respecting the Intercolonial Railway. 


RAILWAY. 


Hon. Mr, HAMILTON, from Committee 
on Railways, Commerce and Banking, re- 
ported favorably on the Bill respecting the 
St. Francis and Megantic Railway Company. 


DIVORCE. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved the second 
reading of the Bill to provide for the 
divorce of John Robert Martin, and i 


accuracy Of the facts alleged therein 
In accordance with the rules of the 
House, Richard Martin was called to the 


certain papers on defendant. P 
The Bill was carried on a division, de 
manded by Hon. Mr. Letellierde St. Just. 
Contents 36; non-contents 19. It was 
then referred to special committee to 

examine evidence. 


IMMIGRATION. 


The House then went into Committee— 
tHon. Mr. Botsford in tie chair—on the 
Bill incorporating Immigration Aid Socie-— 
ties, which was reported upon without 
amendment, read a third time and passed. 


PRINTING, 


On motion of Hon. Mr. SANBORN, the 
first report of the Committee on Printing 
was adop.ed, 3 
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QUARANTINE. 
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL movel the sec- 


_ ond reading of the bill respecting quaran- 


_ Parliament, under its 


tine, which re-enasts laws respecting that 
subject, except those referring to public 
health, which properly fall under the ju- 
risdiction of the Provincial Governments. 
It also includes several amendments to 
the laws of the Maritime Provinces, which 
experience has showa to be neces. 
sary. 

Hon. My. SANBORN referred to the dis- 
tinction made by the Government with re- 
ference to the subject of public health, 
and expressed the opinion that they had 
come to a proper conclusion although the 
view was different from that taken with 
respect to many otiier matters which came 
before Parliament although belonging pro- 
perly to local jurisdiction. He urged the 
Government to lay down a general prin 
ciple and apply it to all legislation. The 
present position, 


_ was absorbing an amount of business 


_ cessity of preventing 


‘which ought not to come before it. 


Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE agreed with 


i the previous speaker that the time had 
_ come toestablish a certain principle with 


reference to such matters. He was glad 


_ that the Government had introduced such 


& measure which, he hoped, would pre 
vent, the introduction of disease into ma; 
ritime ports in the way it was done in Ha- 


y lifax last summer. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD alluded to the ne« 
introduction of 
diseaseinto Manitoba from North West 
by Indians and others. 

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD wished to know 
what distinction could be drawn between 


sa Public Health and Infectious diseases of 


Stock, on which Parliament had legis- 
lated, ; 

Hon. Mr. WILMOT was of opinion that 
power of dealing with diseases should not 
be divided, but given exclusively to local 
legisletures or General Government. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL agreed that it 


was advisable to have a definite principle, 


as urged by the member for Wellington 
Division, but it was found very difficult to 
arrive at a decision on the subject. A 
Joint Committee had been appointed 
during a previous session to deal with 
the question, but nothing had come out 
of it. Probably in the course of time a 
satisfactory arrangement would be arrived 
at, and such perplexities as now con- 


Stantly arose prevented. As respects the 


measure concerning Infectious Diseases, 
he did not remember its exact nature, 
but supposed it referred to Quarantine. 
in answer to the member from Manitoba, 


_ he stated that it might be necessary to 
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frame a law which would prevent infec- 
tious diseases, like small pox, coming into 
Manitoba from the North West Territory. 
The bill was then read a second time. 


PUBLIC OFFICERS. 


Hon. Mr, CAMPBELL moved the sec; 
ond reading of the bill(irom the House 
of Commons) respecting security. to be 
given by officers of Canada.—Car- 
ried, 

RAILWAY BILL. 


Hon. Mr. FERRIER moved the second 
reading of the bill confirming a certain 
agreement between the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way and the International Bridge Com- 
pany, and for other purposes.—Referred 
to Committee on Banking, Railways and 
Commerce. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The House again went into Committee 
on the Bill respecting Public Lands, Hon. 
Mr. Hamilton in the chair. 

In accordance with the suggestion of 
Hon. Mr. BUREAU, the 107th clause was 
soamended as to read: ‘‘ Governor in 
Council shall, at any time hereafter, sub- 
ject to then existing rights, as defined or 
created under this Act, withdraw from 
the operation of this Act such lands as 
have been reserved for Indians or may be 
required to satisfy the half breeds’ 
claims ”’ 

The Bill having been considered, 

Hon. Mr. SUTHERLAND asked the 
Government whether any steps had yet 
been taken in accordance with his sugges- 
tion of the previous night, that a grant 
should be made to a class of persons whose 
claims hitherto had been overlooked. 

Fon. Mr. AIKINS would be prepared 
with an answer before the Bill was read a 
third time. 

Hon. Mr. WARK urged the claims of 
these settlers to favorable consideration. 

The Committee rose and reported the 
Bill with certain amendments. Report 
was adopted and the Bill ordered to be 
printed, as amended, before the third 
reading. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Fripay, May |7th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.25 
p. m. 


JUDGE JOHNSTON’S AWARDS. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE presented the 
petition of certain res.dents at Fort Garry, 
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complaining of the awards made by Juage 
Johnston in respect to claims for imprison- 
ment during the rebellion in that country, 
and asking for justice in the premises. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 


Hon. Mr. HILLYARKD CAMERON pre- 
sented a report of the Committee on Pri- 
vileges and Elections, dismissing the peti- 
tions against Mr. Donald Smith and Mr. 
Delorme, the members returned for Selkirk 
and Provencher respectively, and recom~ 
mend that matters respecting the double 
returns of Marquette should stand over 
until to-morrow. 


RETURNS. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD pre- 
sented returns to various addresses that 
had been voted by the House. 


REPORT ADOPTED. 


Hon. Mr. J. H. CAMERON moved the 
adoption of the 1eport of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. Carried. 


REFERRED. 


Hon. Mr. J. H. CAMERON also moved 
that the petition of Angus McKay be res 
ferred to the Committee. Carried. 


NEW BILLS. 


Hon. Mr. PAQUET introduced a bill 
to change the neme of the Permanent 
Building Society, of Montreal, into that of 
the Bank of Loans, and to confer on it cer- 
tain powers. 


HARBOURS. 


Mr. FOURNIER enquired whether it 
was the intention of the Government to 
recommend in the case of Quebec, in like 
manner as they proposed to do with res- 
pect to the harbours of Montreal, Toronto, 
Rimouski, Bathurst, Miramichi, Richibucto, 
Quaco, Grand, Manan, Herring Cove, 
Havre Aux Maisons, Isle De La Magda- 
leine, Amherst, Mahan, Liverpool, N. &., 
Port Maitland, McNairs Bay, Port Hood, 
Cape Breton, the appropriation of a sum 
of money to continue the improvement 
commenced some years back in the har- 
bour of Quebec with the object of forming 
a dock in the St. Charles River. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that with 
regard to the harbour of Montreal, the 
proposal of the Government was not to 
make a gift of such money; but by the 
scheme to be laid before the House the 
Government would recompense themselves 
by taxes. As to the harbour of Toronto 
the Harbour Commissioners had power to 
impose duties on merchandise commyg into 


Hon. Mr. Mackenzie. 
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the harbour, and there was therefore no 
similarity between that case and the case of 
Quebec harbour. A large deputation from 
that city, consisting of members of the 
Harbour Trust, the Board of Trade, and 
citizens generally, together with a number 
of members representing the district, had 
waited upon the Commissioner of Public 
Works to represent the position of the 
Trust and the wants of the Harbour. The 
decision arrived at had been that, during 
the recess, those bodies would consider 
some scheme to present to the Governx 
ment in the matter, and also furnish the 
information which was necessary before the 
Government would decide upon reorgani- 
zing the Trust. If this information was 
ready in due time, the Government would 
be in a position next session to say what 
measure they would propose to Parlia- 
ment. 
MASTERS OF VESSELS. 

Mr. HARRISON inquired whether it was 
the intention of the Government to extend 
the law now in force in the Maritime Pro- 
vinces, as to the examination of masters 
and mates of vessels, to the inland waters 
of the Dominion. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
law as it stood could hardly be’ applied to 
vessels on the inland waters; but the 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries was now 
considering the propriety of adopting cer- 
tain corresponding regulations with regard 
to them. [Hear, hear.] 


COLLINGWOOD HARBOUR. 


Mr. McocCONKEY enquired whether it 

was the intention of the Government to 
make an appropriation towards the erec~ 
tion of a breakwater at Collingwood har- 
bour. ; 
Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said this subject 
had been considered by the Government, 
and the supplementary estimates, with his 
explanations in regard to them, would 
show that a decision had been arrived at. 


HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. MACDONALD [Lunenburg] en- 
quired whether it was the intention of the 
Government during the present year to 
deepen the entrance of the harbour of 
Antigonish, repair the wharf at Bayfield, 
and deepen the basin adjoining the same. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the informa» 
tion the Government had on this subject 
was not sufficient to enable them to de- 
cide. An engineer would be sent during 
the summer to visit and report upon this — 
and other proposed works. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF INDUSTRIES- 
Mr. DELORME [St. Uyacinthe], ens 
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quired whether it was the intention of the 
Government to encourage industrial arts 
in Canada, by granting a bonus in propor- 
tion to the capital employed in the manu- 
facture of hemp, flax, cotton and wool. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said there 
was no such intention. 


CANALS. 


Mr. JONES (Halifax), enquired whether 
the Government had received any report 
of surveys from the Government Engineers 
in Halifax, on the Porters Lake Canal, 
and whether they intended making any 
appropriation for the commencement of 
of the work. 


Mr. LANGEVIN said the information in 
possession of the Government previous 
to the last report showed that a small sum 
of money might be sufficient to attain the 
object, but the report lately received from 
the engineers showed that the cost of the 
work would amount to a large sum, pro- 
bably $48,000. ‘hat report was dated in 
October last. Under the circumstances 
the Government were not prepared to 
submit the matter now for the considera~ 
tion of Parliament; but requirefl more 
information in order to determine whether 
the object the hon. gentleman had in view 
might be obtained at less cost. 


THE WASHINGTON TREATY. 


Mr. ROBITAILLE asked whether the 
Government were prepared to give this 
House the pledge that, in case the present 
legislation on the Washington Treaty pas- 
sed, it would not go into operation while 
the Alabama ;claims were unsettled. 2nd. 
Whether the Government would continue 
the same protection to our fisheries until 
the Alabama claims were settled. 3rd. 
Whether the Government were prepared to 
give a pledge that the money compensa~ 
tion which may be obtained in virtue of 
the fishery clause of the Washington 
Treaty would be expended tor the direct 
benefits and improvement of our sea fish- 
erles. 


Hon. Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD re. 
plied, with reference to the’ first question, 
that'the bill provided that it would not 
go into operation until an Order in Coun- 
cil was passed authorizing that a procla- 
mation be issued based on that Order in 
Council, but the Government could give 
no pledge inthe matter. Asto the second 
question, the Government would provide 
efficient protection to the fisheries until 
they were opened to the Americans by 
law; and as to the third question, that 


such money would be subject to the vote 


and pleesure of Parliament, and the Gov- 
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ernment could give no pledge as to the 
disposal. 

Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) asked whe. 
ther any arrangements had been made 
between the Government of Her Britannic 
Majesty and the Government of the 
Dominion as to the disposition of the 
amount of compensation to be awarded 
under the 22nd article of the Treaty of 
Washington. 

Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD an 
swered that no such arrangement had been 
made. The money would belong to 
Canada, and be subject to the vote of Par- 
liament. 

Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) asked whe- 
ther 1t was intended that the Commission 
appointed under articles 22nd and 23rd of 
the Treaty of Washington, to determine 
the question of the amount of compensa~ 
tion to be paid, shall be confined to the 
term of years mentioned in Article 33 of 
the said Treaty. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD replied 
that it would, of course, be limited to the 
time named in the ‘Treaty, 12 years. 


BAIBE VERTE CANAL. 


Mr. BURPES asked whether it was the 
intention of the Government to proceed 
with the important work of the Baie Verte 
Canal during the present season. 

Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the Gov- 
ernment were showing their disposition to 
go on -with the work by putting a large 
sum of money in the estimates for that 
purpose. 


MANITOBA HALF-BREEDS. 


Dr. SCHULZ asked whether any enu- 
mcration ot the half-breed population of 
Manitoba had been made, and if so under 
what authority and for what purpose ; and 
whether the division of the 1,400,000 acres 
of half-breed grant would be based on such 
enumeration. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD replied 

| that an enumeration had been made under 
the authority of regulations established 
under the Manitoba Act; and the division 
of land would be based on such census. 


CENSUS OF MANITOBA. 


Dr. SCHULTZ asked whether or not had 
the decennial census lately taken in the 
other Provinces of the Dominion of Canada 
been taken in the Province of Manitoba; 
if not why not, and when such census In 
said Province was to be taken. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD re- 
plied that the Manitoba Act provided that 
the Province should have a certain repre- 
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sentation, which should not be altered 
until the census of 1881. The Government 
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had no intention of taking another census 
before that time. 


JUDICIAL. 


Mr. SAVARY asked whether it was true 
that an extended leave of absence had been 
granted by the Government to the very 
able Judge in Equity of the Province of 
Nova Scotia, and if so, what provision had 
the Government made, or prcposed to 
make, for the discharge, during such ab- 
sence, of the engrossing and important 
duties devolving on that Judge? 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD repli- 
ed that no application had been made ‘o 
the Government, and therefore no leave 
of absence had been granted. 


A QUESTION OF PAYMENT, : * 


Mr. SAVARY asked whether it was the 
intention of the Government to remunex 
rate the revisors of the electorial lists in 
the Province of Nova Scotia for making 
out lists of persons qualified to vote for the 
election of members to serve in this Parlia- 
ment, under the provisions ot section 4 of 
. chapter 20, of the acts of 1871, the ses. 
sions in some counties having unjustly re~ 
fused to pay them for their services, 

Hon. SirJOHN A. MACDONALD replied 
that no application had been made io the 
Government for any such sum of money. 
Whenever a representation was made to 
the effect, it would receive immediate 
attention. 


JUDICIAL. 


Mr. FOURNIER moved for correspon- 
dence in relation to the necessity of ap- 
pointing a resident judge for each judi- 
cial district in the Province of Quebec. 
In moving the resolution he spoke of the 
necessity for increasing the number of 
judges in the Province of Quebec: point 
ing out that, as compared with the popu.e 
lation of the other Provinces, it had a 
smaller number of judges of superior 
courts. He also referred to the incon- 
veniences that had arisen because of the 
judges not residing in the districts where 
they adminsiter justice. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER did not 
believe there was any such correspondence, 
but if there were he would have no ob. 
jection to submitting it. 


Mr. CHAUVEAU said there bad been 
no such correspondence between the 
Quebec and the Dominion Governments. 
But the former had made representations 
to the latter on the subject. 


Mr. DORION, in connection with this 
motion, called attention to the great 
anomaly in our constitution, that while the 
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Local Legislatures controlled the organiza 
tion of Courts, they had no power to 
appoint Judges; and thought that the 
Constitution should be amended in this 
respect. As to the matter more immedi- 
ately alluded to in the motion, great 
injustice had been done in consequence of 
prothonotaries issuing injunctions during 
the absence of Judges. The result was 
bad judgment, in many cases frequent 
appeals to the Privy Council. Between 
the years 1869 and 1872 there were only 
two appeals to the Privy Council from 
New Brunswick, one from Nova Scotia, 
and two from Ontario, but from Quebec 
there were no less than twenty-one, end 
out of that number only six judgments 
had been rendered. He thought that the 
necessity for those appeals arose from the 
fact of non-professional men being allowed 
to act im the absence of judges. He 
thought, in view of the great delay and 
expense caused by appeals to the Privy 
Council, that a final Court of Appeal should 
be established in the Dominion. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
appointment of judges was a matter with. 
in the jurisdi:tion of the Central Govern- 
ment ;-and the Local Legislature, by al- 
tering the constitution of the Courts over 
which they presided, had so Jegislated as 
to render the additional appointment 
necessary. It was not necessarily the 
case that prothonotaries discharged the 
duties of a judge in his absence. It was 
only in matters ofurgency that they acted, 
and then only to do purely magisterial 
duties. There had not been so many 
abuses asthe hon gentleman would like 
the Hou-e to believe. The hon. gentiex 
man had mentioned Iberville and St. 
Hyacinthe particularly The judge who 
presided over those distiicts was Judge 
Sicotte, who had been appointed by the 
hon. gentlemen opposite. Of all men on 
the bench he was the most assiduous in 
the performance of his duty, and against 
whose decisions there were fewer appeals 
than against the judgments of any other 
judge in the Province. 

Mr. DORION said he had not complain. 
ed of Judge Sicotte., 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER was aware 
of that, but the hon. gentleman had com-~ 
plained of the prothontaries, Well, with 
regard to that point, if there was an abuse 
it was a matt r that concerned not the 
Dominion but the local Government. 
When he (Sir “eorge) was at the head of 
the Law Department of that Province he 
had taken eare to lessen the chance of 
abuses as much as possible, by appointing 
only competent professional men to the 
position. He claimed that, as compared 
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with Ontario, the administration of justice 
in Quebec was much more economical and 
It was not surprising that there 
should be a larger number of appeals to 


_ England, when the fact was taken into ac. 
count that, in the Superior Courts of 


Ontario all issues of fact were tried by a 


_ jury, while in Quebec the judge decided 


upon matters of fatt as well as of law; in 
nine-tenths of the cases that came before 


_ the courts, no legal practioner thinking of 


demanding a trial by jury unless he had a 
very bad case indeed. The forms of law 
and the character of the judges were such 
that jury trials were extremely rare in 
civil suits; and during the year there were 
not fifty cases, perhaps, where there was 
an appeal toa jury, which was indispen- 
sable in every Superior Court in Ontario. 
The consequence was that in the latter 


province judges were often called upon to 


set aside the verdicts of juries, on the 
ground that they were opposed to the evi- 


_ dence; while in Quebec, if there was an 
_ appeal from decisions of the Superior 


Court, it had to be carried to England. 


_ He was in favour of reducing the time 
_ within which appeals could be taken to 
_ England from fifteen months to three 


months, which with the superior facilities 
_ for communication in these days, ought to 


be sufficient to prepare the papers and 
_ transmit them to England. As for the ad- 
_ Ininistration of the courts in reference to 
_ which complaints had been made, it was 
_ a matter to be dealt with by the local and 
not by the federal Government. 


Hon. Mr. IRVINE said there was a mat. 


_ ter connected with this subject which was 
_ of importance and had not been fully ex- 


_ plained. 


It was admitted on all hands, as 


- regarded the Province of Quebec, that 


there was a necessity for a greater number 


_ of judges. (Hear, hear.) At the last ses. 
_ sion of the Quebec Legislature a bill had 


passed a second reading unanimously in 
the House to increase the judiciary, and it 


had not become law, only because it was 


felt that it would not be proper to make 
provision of that kind until there was some 


_ assurance that the salaries would be voted 


by this Parliament, and the appointments 


_ made by the Dominion Government. ‘The 
Constitution provided that the Local Legis. 
__ lature should be responsible for the admi- 


nistration of justice, and it had the power 


of constituting the courts; but this Par- 


liament had alone the power to vote money 
for the payment of the judges, and the 
Dominion Government the power to ap- 


- point them. If there was anecessity for an 
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increased number of judges, that necessity 
could only be met by action on the part 


of this House and this Government, and 
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therefore it had been felt at Quebec that, 
to legislate in the matter in the absence 
of action at Ottawa, would be useless. He 
could not see how, under these circum- 
stances, the local legislature could be held 
responsible, as some hon. gentlemen had 
stated. With regard to the number of 
judges, he did not think it could reasonably 
be asked that one should be appointed for 
each district, several of which could very 
well be served by one Judge. He admitted 
the inconvenience that resulted from 
transferring the duties of the judges to 
clerks of the courts, and thought the sys- 
tém should be done away with. It 
would be a satisfactory solution of the 
question if, knowing that reform was 
wanted, they knew also where to begin. It 
was generally understood in Quebec that 
the initiative did not rest with them, while 
the understanding at Ottawa, seemed to be 
that the initiative did not rest with the Do- 
minion Government. It did not matter 
much where they began; but it was of im- 
portance that a beginning should be made 
somewhere. (Hear, hear.) He did not ap- 
prove of the proposition to abolish the © 
right of appeal to the Privy Council in 
England. The argument that the right was 
exercised in a great many cases was no 
argument against its abolition, although it 
might be an argument for establishing a 
Supreme Court of Appeal for the Dominion. 

Mr. GODIN spoke at some length com- 
plaining of the inconvenience and delay 
that occurred in the Administration of 
Justice in Lower Canada, 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that he saw no difficulty in the matter. 
The constitution pointed out the duty of 
the Provincial Legislature respecting the 
Administration of Justice, which fell upon 
the Local Government. If there was a 
defect it was their duty to correct it by 
Legislation. ‘The moment they did that 
they did all they could do; it then became 
the duty of the Legislature of the Dominion 
to fix the salaries, and of the Dominion 
Government to appoint the Judges. The 
duty of the Dominion Legislature could 
not begin until the duty of the Provincial 
Legislature was discharged. (Hear, hear.) 
In the Province of Quebec last session an 
Act had been passed providing for addi- 
tional Judges, and that having been done, 
it would be the duty of the Dominion 
Government to ask Parliament at the 
earliest moment to grant a sum of money 
for the salaries of those Judges. In the last 
session of the Manitoba Legislature an Act 
had been passed to appoint three Judges 
fer that Province, and this Parliament, in 
pursuance of its duty, would be asked to 
make provision for their salaries. It was 
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so completely within the jurisdiction of the 
Legislatures to settle what 
number of Judges were required in their 
respective Provinces, that, although there 
might bea difference of opinion on the 
part ofthe House and Parliament, the 
Constitution so clearly placed the respon-~ 
sibility of administering justice upon the 
Provincial Legislatures that, if they sox 
lemnly declare that a certain number of 
he 
thought, had no constitutional right to 
cavil, and it would become its duty to pro. 
vide a sufficient salary ; and it was only in 
the case of a Provincial Legislature acting 
wilfully and wrongfully in fixing an exces» 
sive number of judges, that it would be 
required of this Parliament to interfere. 
With respect to the Court of Appeal, the 
House was aware that, at an early stage 
after the Union, he had brought down a 
bill for the purpose of establishing a Su- 
He had found, however, 
that there was no great demand for the 
measure in the various Provinces; while in 
certain quarters there was rather a prejudice 
againstit It was more particularly with re- 
ference to the Province of Quebec that the 
If all the Provinces 
had a similar system of jurisprudence 
there would have been no difficulty; but 
that was not the case, for the system in 
Quebec was based on different principles 


Provincial 


Judges were required, this House, 


preme Court. 


difficulty had arisen 


of law altogether from the system in the 
other provinces. The danger was that 
under those circumstances an appeal 
might be carried from a more competent 
to a less competent Court, and it might 
happen that there would be an appeal 
from the decisions of gentlemen thorough- 
ly skilled in the Roman law, upon which 
the code of Quebec was based, to a tri, 
bunal, the majority of whom had been 
educated and trained in the practice of 
the common law. That was the practical 
difficulty that had confronted him upon 
this subject, and he did not yet quite see 
his way toa solution of it. However, that 
there would be a Court of Appeal for the 
Dominion he regarded as a matter of cer~ 
tainty. As for abolishing the appeal to the 
Privy Council, that could not be done so 
long as we remain a dependency of Eng- 
land. 

Hon. Mr. DURION said there would be 
no difficulty in establishing a Supreme 
Court as stated by the Minister of Justice, 
because there would sit on the bench of 
that Court judges from the Province of 
Quebec who would be acquainted with 
Roman law. As for the appeal to 
England, he had felt it to be a 
grievance that in so many cases suit- 
ors should be dragged to a distant 
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tribunal where no greater justice was ‘to 
be obtained than in Our own country. — 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU thought, after 
what the Premier had said, there would — 
be no difficulty in obtaining an increased © 
number of judges in the Province of Que. — 
bec. 

Hon, Mr. BLAKE did not agree with the © 
Minister of Justice that there was no > 
anomaly. If the Local Governments were — 
to determine the number of Judges, and — 
the Dominion had to pay them, it could 
be well understood that the number would — 
be on the most liberal scale, because those 
who made the judges would not be called 
upon to pay them. ‘There was another 
difficulty as to the payments. A bill had ~ 
been passed by the Legislature of Ontario © 
for the payment of judges of the Superior — 
Courts of Ontario, but that bill had been — 
disallowed. He then gave the history of — 
the bill, and the course pursued by the — 
Minister of Justice in the matter. ; 

Mr. HARRISON thought the power of 


creating judges,and the power to pay them, 3 


Appointments 


should be vested in the Ontario Govern- 
ment. In his opinion the Local Legisla- — 
tures should have nothing whatever to do — 
with the creation of the courts. He re« 
ferred to a case in Ottawa in whichaClerk © 
of the Court was acting as and performing 
the duties of a Judge under authority of 
the Local Government. He did not think — 
the judges of Ontario were paid sufficiently — 
to induce men to go on the Benchin whom — 
the people generally would have confi- : 
dence, Although the act of the Legislas — 
ture of Ontario had been disallowed, the 
judges still received the $1,000 for attend« § 
ing the Court of Appeal, which that act — 
proposed to give them. He thought the © 
creation of a Court of Appeal to reduce ; 
the number of cases of appeal to the 
Privy Council would be found necessary — 
| 
b 


_ 


very soon. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
with regard to the disallowance of the Act 
passed by the Province of Ontario, to 
which the member for West Durham had 
referred, the opinion of his hon friend and 
himself (Sir John) were not very different 
on that subject, but the member for West 
Durham had expressed opinions as to the 
course taken by himself (Sir John) in cons 
sidering what acts of the Provincial Legis- 
lature ought to be allowed to take their 
course. It wasof the greatest importance 
for the well working of the constitution 
that the Provincial Legislature and Govs — 
ernments should feel that there was no 
undue interference with the limit of their 
powers. It was sometimes difficult to — 
decide whethera particular measure should _ 
be dealt with by the Dominion or Provin~ — 
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cial authorities, and in any case when he 
had doubt his course had been to give the 
Provincial Legislatures the benefit of 
the doubt, leaving it to the Courts 
to settle the question. That had been his 


course, and he thought the rule as a genx 
eral one would commend itself to the 


~ House, 


(Hear, hear.) With reference 


- to additional salaries to judges of Ontario 
_ end the Bill passed by the Provincial Leg. 


islature, but disallowed, he held that that 


bi Act was an evasion of the Constitution, 
_ and to fortify himself on so very important 
_ aquestion he made reference to the law 


officers of England, and they concurred 


with him that that Act was beyond the 
_ constitutional power of the Provincial 


Legislature. As the amount was in the 


‘ Supply Bill, and its disallowance would 


» derange the affairs of the Province dur. 
ing the year, and as the Governor General 


had a full year after the receipt of the 


_ Acts from the Provincial Government, the 
_ Act was allowed to remain until all the 
| payments had expired, and at the last 
moment it was disallowed, in order to as- 
_sert the constitutional principle. 


The 


_ Provincial Legislature, with a good deal of 
_ pertinacity, took up the subject in the 
_ next session, and provided that the Judges 


| 


Ms 


Hon. Mr. 


the Halifax Banking Company. 


_ of the Superior Courts, while acting as 
judges of the Court of Appeals and Com- 
_ missioners under the 
_ Acts, should have a sum of money for 
their services. 
hesitation in disallowing that Act had the 
services been performed in the Court of 
_ Appeal alone; but they were appointed 
_ Commissioners under the Heir and Devisee 
act; they were performing special duties, 
_ something like Sir A, Cockburn at Geneva 


Heir and Devisee 


He would have had no 


acting as Commissioner of a special Tri- 
bunal. . 
The House rose at six o'clock. 


AFTER RECESS. 
BANK OF HAMILTON. — 
Mr. MAGILL moved the House into 


committee on the Bill to incorporate the 
_ Bank of Hamilton. 


The Bill was passed 
through committee. 


HALIFAX BANK. 


MACKENZIE, in the absence 
of Mr. Jones of Halifax, moved the House 
into committee on the Act to incorporate 
The Bill 
was passed through committee, read a 
third time, and passed. 


EXCHANGE BANK. 
Mr. WORKMAN moved the House into 


- committee on the Act to Incorporate the 
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iixchange Bank of Canada. The Bill was 
passed through committee, was read a 
third time and passed. 


WIDOWS’ AND ORPHANS FUND, 


Mr. MORRIS, seconded by Hon. Mr 
MACKENZIE, moved the House into 
committee to amend an Act to Incorpor.~ 
ate the managers of the Ministers’ Wi 
dows’ and Orphans’ Fund of the Synod of 
the Presbyterian Church of Canada in 
conrection with the Church of Scotland. 
The Bill was passed through committee, 
read a third time and passed. 


THE MAIL PRINTING COMPANY. 


Hon. J. H. CAMERON moved the second 
reading of the Act to Incorporate he 
Mail Printing and Publishing Company, 
limited. Carried. The Bill was thea 
passed through the committee, was read 
a third time and passed. 


NATURALIZATION, 


Mr HARRISON moved the second read- 
ing of the Act to Naturalize Anson Greer 
Phelps Dodge. —Carried. 

Mr. MiLLS disapproved the Bill, and 
thought aclear case ought to be mude 
out. 

Mr. HARRISON explained that the gen- 
tleman in question had not been a subject 
in Canada a sufficient time to obtain na-~ 
turalization under the general laws. 


CAUGHNAWAGA SHIP CANAL. 


Mr. SHANLY moved the second read- 
ing of the Bill to amend the Act of Incor- 
poration of the Caughnawaga Ship Canal 
Company.—Carried. 

The Bill passed through committee, was 
read a third time and passed. 


DETROIT RIVER TUNNEL. 


Hon. J, H. CAMERON moved the sec~ 
ond reading of the Act to amend the Act 
to incorporate the Detroit River Tunnel 
Company.— Carried. ‘The Bill was after 
wards passed through committee, was read 
third time and passed. 


RAILWAY EQUIPMENT COMPANY, 


Hon. J. H. CAMERON moved the sec- 
ond reading of the Bill to incorporate the 
Canadian Railway Equipment Company,— 
Carried. The Bili was passed through 
committee, was read a third time and 
passed. 


FRONTIER RAILWAY. 


Mr. SCRIVER moved the second read- 
ing of the Act to incorporate the Que- 
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bec Frontier Railway Company. Carried. 
The Bill was passed through committee 
was read a third time and passed. 
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RAILWAY BILL. 


Mr. HARRISON moved the second read- 
ing of the Act respecting the Grand 
Trunk and the Montreal and Champlain 
Railway Companies. Carried. The Bill 
was afterwards passed through committee, 
read a third time and passed. 


BANK OF CANADA. 


The Act to incorporate the Bank of 
Canada was read a second time, passed 
through Committee, and was read a third 
time, being entitled ‘An Act to incorpor- 
ate the St. Lawrence Bank.”’ . 


THUNDER BAY TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 


The Bill to incorporate the Thunder 
Bay Silver Mines Telegraph Company, was 
read a second time, passed through Com- 
mittee, read a third time and passed. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY, 


The Act to enab.e the Great Western 
Railway to extend and improve its con- 
nections was read a second time, passed 
through committee, read a third time and 
passed. 


THE DOMINION RAILWAY. 


The Act to legalize an agreement be- 
tween the Grand Trunk Railway and the 


town of Galt was read a second time, 


passed through committee, read a third 
time and passed. 


SEALING AND FISHING COMPANY, 


The act to incorporate the Canada and 
Newfoundland Sealing and Fishing Com- 
pany was read a second time, and passed 
through Committee. 


DOMINION WATER WORKS, 


The Act to incorporate the Dominion 
Water Works Company was read a second 
time, 

NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


The Act to legalize and confirm the 
lease to the Northern Railway Company 
of Canada of the lines of Railway of the 
Northern Extension Railway Company, 
was read a second time, passed through 
committee and read a third time, 


INSOLVENT LAWS. 
Mr. COLBY moved the third reading of 
the Bill to repeal the Insolvent Laws. 
Mr. HARRISON raised a point of order, 
that the Bill ought to orizinate in a Com. 
mittee of the Whole. . 


Ms 


Scriver. 
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Hon SirA.T. GALT maintained that the 
objection was not good, as the rule requir- 


ing bills to originate in Committee of the — 


Whole did not apply to the repeal of bills 


order. ' 
Mr. LANGLOIS said the Bill, having 
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Hon. Mr. Dorion thought the Bill in . 


been passed hitherto, should not be obs — 


jected to at this stage. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the objecs — 
tion was not good. The Bill did not 


affect trade. 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD also conx 
sidered the Bill in order, 


Mr. HARRISON maintained the objec. — 


tion. 
Mr. SPEAKER ruled the ;Bill to be in 
order. 


Mr. JONKS (Halifax) moved an amend.« — 


ment that the Provinces of Nova Scotia 


and New Brunswick should be excepted — 


from the operation of the Bill. 


Hon. Col. GRAY seconded the amend- 
ment, saying if Ontario and Quebec wanted ~ 


the Bill he hoped they would not force it 
on Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Cases 
had arisen where, in the interests of jus- 
tice, the Insolvency Laws required amends 
ments; but the Local Government had 
no power. Nova Scotia and New Bruns- 
wick did not desire the repeal, and he 
asked that it might not be forced on them. 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER thought the 
amendmentifair, just and equitable. There 
was no doubt that Ontario and Quebec 
desired the repeal. His own opinion was 
that the repeal should not be forced this 


session so that proper legislation might — 


be prepared for next session. A ma-— 
jority of the House, however, desired 
the repeal, but Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick had no power to deal with 
insolvency, and they would be almost 
a year without any laws on the subject, 
and he appealed to the members for Que- 
bec to consider how unjust that would be 
to the Lower Provinces, who were almost 


unanimously in favour of retaining the — 


law. 

Mr. GIBBS moved that the Bill be read 
a third time this day six months. 

Mr. HARRISON supported the amend- 
ment. 


Hon, Mr. BLAKE would support the — 


amendment, and failing in that, would — 


support that of the member for Halifax, 
because the repeal of the laws would not 


Ps 
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give a uniformity, and he thought Nova — 
Scotia and New Prunswick ought to have | 


what they desired. 


Mr. McDONALD (Glengarry,) said he 


would expect the members for Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick to oppose the amend~ 


ment of the member for Ontario on the 
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understanding that the House was ready 


Insolvency 


_ to give them what they asked and there- 
_ fore they ought not to oppose what was 


desired by the other Provinces, 

Mr, E. B. WOOD said if there was any 
injustice on the subject in the Lower Pro-~ 
vinces, it was their own legislation, and 
nee themselves had power to remedy the 
evil. 

Col GRAY said New Brunswick had no 
such power. 

Mr. E B. WUOD repeated that they had 


.such power, and therefore the law should 


be repealed. 
_ Mr MASSON [Soulanges], supported the 
repeal .f the law which acted most inju- 


iiously. 


Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU and Mr. BARTHE 
also spoke on the question. 

Mr. HOUGHTON asked whether the 
repeal would affect British Columbia. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 


the Insolvency Law did not exist in Britich 


Columbia, and therefore that Province 
would not be affected. 

Mr. BELLEROSE would rather that the 
bill should be delayed until the bill of the 


-~member for Toronto could be considered. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that a ‘ew 


- nights ago the Minister of Justice stated 


that an amendment to an amendment was 
unparliamentary, and he hoped he would 


_ induce his friends who were seeking to kill 
_ the bill to withdraw their opposition. 


Hon Sr JOHN MACDONALD said that 
what he had referred to was that one of 
the leaders of the Opposition should move 
a vote of want of confidence in the Gov- 
ernment, and then seek to avoid it by get- 


_ ting a friead to move an amendment. 


Mr. ROSS [Prince Edward] said the 
insolvency laws ought to be repealed as 
soon as possible, and hoped the House 
would not be controlled by the members 
from Toronto, Montreal, Quebec, St. John, 
and Halifax. 

Mr. GIBBS asked that the Minister of 
Justice should state his views, as it would 
go a long way to decide the question. 


_ (Loud cries of “no, no!” and cheers.) 


Dr. SCHULTZ asked whether Manitoba 
would have power to deal with the subject 
themselves, and was answered in the affir- 


mative. 


Hon. Dr. TUPPER referred to the res 
marks of the member for Prince Edward, 


and said that the whole Provinces of Nova 
Scotia and New Brunswick were united on 
_ the question. Nova Scotia had a right to ap- 


peal to the House, but he could not vote 


for the amendment of the member for 


flalifax unless forced to do so, as he did 
not think the Provinces should be treated 
Nova Scotia had often ac: 
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cepted laws they did not like, so that the 
laws might be uniform throughout the 
Dominion. 

Hon. Mr, POPE said it was not necessary 
that the laws should be uniform, Quebec 
did not require the Insolvency law, and 
in Opposition to the President of the 
Council he appealed to Nova Scotia and 
New Brunswick to stand by Quebec in her 
desire to repeal such an obnoxious law, 
(Loud cheers and great laughter.) 

Mr. WORKMAN rose to address the 
House, but the impatience to obtain a 
division was so great that his voice was 
quite inaudible on account of the uproar. 

Mr. MACDOUGALL also essayed to 
speak, but the same uproar arose, He, 
however, persevered, and when silence 
was restored, repudiated the view that 
there should be any distinction in the 
treatment of the different provinces. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
rose to support the view of the President 
of the Council in his statement that it was 
perfectly open to the House to deal with 
the subject in one way with reference to 
Ontario and Quebec, and in another way 
with reference to the Maritime Provinces. 
That was a principle weli recognized in the 
Empire, where they had a common Legis~ 
lature for England, Ireland and Scotland, 
but, appreciating the different require» 
ments of the countries, had, on various 
subjects, and on this very question of 
bankruptcy among the number, different 
laws in force. He had been unable to be 
present on the second reading of the bill, 
but had he been so he would have sup: 
ported the continuation of the present 
system for another year, so that a new 
Parliament might deal with the subject, 
when it would be forced upon them by 
the expiration of the temporary act. He 
should vote for the amendment of the 
member for South Ontario, and failing, for 
that of the member for Halifax. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE was very glad 
the hon. gentleman had at last come to 
that conclusion, for when the Government 
usury measure was under discussion two 
years ago, he (Mr. Mackenzie) had moved 
to except Ontario from the operation of 
the act, and the hon. gentleman had then 
insisted strenuously that such legislation 
was altogether improper. He (Mr. Mac» 
kenzie) had intended to vote tor the 
amendment of his hon. friend from Halis 
fax, but he was not sure now that he 
would, because while he was glad that the 
Minister of Justice admitted the principle 
he (Mr Mackenzie) had contended for 
ten years, he recognized in the admission 
an absolute want of principle. [Laughter 
and cheers ] 
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The members were then called in, and 
the House divided upon Mr. Gibb’s 
amendment, which was lost on the follow- 
ing division :— Yeas, 72; Nays, 80. 

YEAS.—Messrs, Anglin, Blake, Bolton, Bowell, 
Bown, Burpee, Cameron (Inverness), Cameron 
(Peel), Campbell, Carling, Carmichael, Cartier, 
Sir Geo, E., Chauveau, Chapman, Cimon, Coffin, 
Connell, Cumberland, DeCosmos, Dobbie, Ferris, 
Gaudet, Geoffrion, Gibbs, Gray, Harrison, Hinks, 
Sir Francis), Holton, Irvine, Jones (Halifax), 

ones (Leeds and Grenville), Kempt, Killam 
Lacerte, Langevin, Lawson, Sir J. A. Macdonal 
(Kingston), McDonald (Lunenberg), McDonald 
(Middlesex), Masson (Terrebonne), McMillan, 
McMonies, Merritt, Metcalf, Moffatt, Morris, 
Nathan, Nelson, Pearson, Perry, Pickard, Ross 
(Champlain), Ross (Victoria, N. 8.), Ryan, 
(Kings, N. B.), Ryan (Montreal West), Savary, 
Schultz, Scriver, Shanly, Smith (Selkirk) Smith 
[Westmoreland], Stephenson, Street, Tilley, 
Tourangeau, Tupper, Wallace, (Albert) Wallace 
[Vancouver's Island], Walsh, Wilson, Workman, 
Young. Total yeas, 72, 

NAYs.—Archambault, Baker, Barthe, Beaubien, 
Bechard, Bellerose, Bertrand, Bodwell, Bourassa, 
Brousseau, Caron, Cameron, Carter, Cayley, Che- 
val, Colby, Coupal, Crawford [Brockville], De- 
Lorme [Provencher], DeLorme [St. Hyacinthe], 
Dorion, Drew, Ferguson, Fortier, Fortin, Fournier, 
Galt, SirA. T., Gaudet, Gaucher, Godin, Grant, 
Grover, Hagar, Heath, Hurdon, Jackson, Keeler, 
Kirkpatrick, Langlois, Lapum, Little, McDonald, 
[Glengarry], Mackenzie, Magill, Masson, [Sou- 
langes], eConnell, McConkey, Macdougall 
[Lanark], McDougall [Renfew], Macdougall 
[Three Rivers], Mills, Morrison [Victoria], Mor- 
rison [Niagara], Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, © Pin- 
sonneault, Pope, Pouliot, Pozer, Redford, 
Renaud, Ross [Dundas], Ross [Prince Edward} 
Ross [Wellington, C. R.], Rymal, Scatcherd, 
Simard, Sproat, Stirton, Sylvain, Thompson 
[Haldimand] Tompson [Ontario], ‘Tremblay, 
Webb, Wells, White [Halton], White [East 
Hastings], Whitehead, Wood, Wright [Ottawa 
County], Wright [York, Ont., W. R.]. Total 
nays, 80. 

Mr. BELLEROSE would like to do jus- 
tice to the Lower Provinces, but thought 
there ought to be a uniform law for the 
Dominion. He moved that the bill be read 
a third time on the 31st. inst. 

Mr, MACKENZIE said the motion 
would effectually kill the bill, and he ap- 
pealed to those who desired to see the 
insolvency law repealed to vote down the 
amendment. 

Mr. SAVARY was understood to main- 
tain the claims of Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick, but could not be heard in con. 
sequence of the disturbance. 

The House divided on: Mr. Bellerose’s 
amen ‘ment, which was lost on the follow- 
ing division :— Yeas 73; nays 76. 

YEAS.—Messrs. Anglin. Archambault, Belle- 
rose, Blake, Bolton, Bowell, Bown, Burpee, 
Cameron [Inverness], Cameron [Peel], Campbell, 
Carling, Carmichael, Sir Geo, E. Cartier, Chau- 
veau, Chipman, Cimon, Coftin, Connell, Cumber- 
land, DeCosmos, Dobbie, Ferris, Gaudet, Gibbs, 
Grey, Harrison, Sir F. Hincks, Holton, Irvine, 
Jones, [Halifax], Jones, [Leeds and Greneville], 
Kempt, Killam, Lacerte, Langevin, Lawson, Sir 
J. A. Macdonald [Kingston], Macdonald [Lunen- 
burg],MeDonald[ Middlesex], Masson[Terrebonne], 
McMillan, McMonies, Merritt, Metcalf, Moffatt, 
Morris, Nathan, Nelson, Pearson, Perry, Pickard, 
Ross [Champlain], Ross [Victoria, N. S.}, Ryan, 
[Kings, N. B], Ryan [Montreal West], Savary, 
Schultz, Scriver, Shanly, Smith (Selkirk), Smith, 
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Westmoreland), Stephenson, Street, Tilley, 
Toursmeean, Tupper,’ Wallace, [V. I.,] Walsh, 


Wilson, Workman, Young. Total yeas, 73. 


Nays.—Messrs. Baker, Barthe, Beaubien, 
Bourassa, Bechard, Bertrand, Bowell, Brousseau, 
Cameron [Huron], Caron, Cayley, Cheval, Colby, 
Coupal, Delorme (Provencher), Delorme (St. 
Hyacinthe), Drew, Ferguson, Fortin, Fournier, 
Galt, (Sir Alex. T.) Gaucher, Godin, Grover, | 
Hagar, Heath, Hurdon, Jackson, Keeler, Kirk- 
patrick, Langlois, Lapum, Little, Macdonald 
(Glengarry), Macfarlane, Mackenzie, Magill, — 
Masson (Soulanges), McCallum, McConkey, — 
McDougall [Lanark], McDougall (Renfrew), Mc- — 
Dougall [Three Rivers], Mills, Morrison,( Victoria), 
Morrison (Niagara), Oliver, Paquette, Pelletier, — 
Pinsonneault,, Pope, Pouliot, Pozer, Redford, — 
Renaud, Ross (Dundas), Ross (Prince Edward), 1 


——— Se ee 


Ross (Wellington, C. R.), Rymal, Schatcherd, 
Stirton, Sylvain, Thompson 


Simard, Sproat 
Thompson (Ontario), Tremblay, 


Haldimand), 


ebb, Wells, White, (Halton), White, (East 
Hastings), Whitehead, ood, Wright (Ottawa 
County), Wright, (York Ont. W. R.) Total, — 
Nays 79 


Mr. RYMAL would have been glad to 
have voted for the motion of the member 
for Halifax, but when a six months’ hoist 
was proposed every man from the Marl. 
time Provinces supported it,.and so desired 
to frustrate the desires of Quebec and 
Ontario. aad he should therefore oppose 


them. 

The House divided on Mr. Jones’ 
amendment, which was lost on the follow- 
ing division :—Yeas, 72; nays, 82. 

YEAS—Messrs. Anglin, Archambeault, Blake, 
Blanchette, Bolton, Bowell, Bown, Burpee, Ca- 
meron (Inverness), Cameron (Peel), Campbell, 
Carling, Carmichael, Cartier, (Sir George E.,) — 
Chauveau, Chapman, Cimon, Coffin, Connell, 
Cumberland, DeCosmos, Dobbie, Ferris, Fortin, | 
Gaudet, Gibbs, Gray, Harrison, Hincks (Sir 
Francis), Holton, Irvine, Jones (Halifax), Jones 
(Leeds and Grenville), Killam, Kirkpatrick, La- — 
certe, Langevin, Lawson, Macdonald, Sir J. A. 
(Kingston), Macdonald Lunenburg), McDonald 
(Middlesex), Masson (Terrebonne), McMillan, 
Merritt, Moffatt, Morris, Morrison (Niagara), 
Nathan, Nelson, Pearson, Perry, Picard, Pinson- 
neault, Renaud, Ross (Champlain), Ross (Victo- 
ria, N. S.), Ryan (Kings, N. B.), Ryan (Montreai — 
West), Savary, Schultz, Shanly, Smith (Selkirk), — 
Stephenson, Street, Tilley, Tourangeau, Tupper, 
Wallace (Albert), Wallace (Vancouver Island), 
Walsh, Wilson, Workman.-—Total yeas, 72. 

NaAyYsS.—Messrs, Baker, Barthe, Beaty, Be- 
chard, Bellerose, Bertrand, Bodwell, Bourassa, 
Brousseau, Cameron (Huron), Caron, Cayley, 
Cheval, Colby, Coupal, Delorme (Provencher), 
Delorme (St. Hyacinthe), Dorion, Drew, Ferzu- 
son, Fournier, Galt (Sir A. T.), Gaucher, Geoffrion, 
Godin, Grant, Grover, Hagar, Heath, Hurdon, 
Jackson, Keeler, Kempt, Langlois, Lapum, Little, 
Macdonaid (Glengarry), MacFarlane, Mackenzie, 
Magill, Masson (Soulanges), McCallum,McConkey, 
McDougall (Lanark), McDougall (Renfrew), Mac- 
dougall (Three Rivers), McMonies, Metcalf, Mills, 
Morris (Victoria), Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, Pope, 
Pouliot, Power, Redford, Ross (Dundas), Ross 
ae Edward), Ross (Wellington Centre), 
ymal, Scatcherd, Scriver, Simard, Smith (West- 


moreland) Snider, Sproat, Stirton, Sylvain, — 
Thompson (Haldimand), Thompson (Ontario), — 
Tremblay, Webb, Wells, White (Halton), White 


(Kast Hastings), Whitehead, Wood, Wright, (Ot-- 
tawa pees Wright (York, Ont ) Young.—Total 
nays, 82, 

The bill was then read a third time 


amid loud cheers. 


INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY GAUGE, — 
The second order was then taken up fol 
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the further consideration of Mr. Bodwell’s 
motion that the House resolve itself into 

- Committee of the Whole to considera re— 
_ solution declaring it desirable to adopt the 
four foot eight and a half inch in guage, 
in the construction of the Intercolonial 

Railway. 
__ Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN resumed the dex 
_ bate, saying that a change of gauge of 

_ the Intercolonial would involve also a 
_ change of the gauge of the Nova Scotia 
_ Railway at a very great expense. He read 
_ 4 letter from the Chief Engineer, and 
_ said that until the Grand Trunk Railway 
was changed it was undesirable to change 
_ the Intercolonial. The change should be 
_ made from the west to the east, and the 

rolling stock at present on broad gauge 

_ lines could be used upon the Intercolonial 
__ and Lower Province Railways. On these 
_ grounds he thought the House should 

_ allow the gauge fixed by law to remain. 

a He repeated his remarks in French. 

' Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
_ the adjournment of the debate. 

_ . Eon. Mr. BLAKE objected to an ad- 
_ journment as private business had been 
_ almost at a standstill. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said there 

_ were so few members present that the 

_ debate should be adjourned. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 

_ the adjournment of the House. 

_ The House adjourned at eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, Saturday, May 18th, 1872. 


a The SPEAKER took the chair at a quar- 
ter after one. 


PETITIONS, 


Several petitions were presented and a 
_ conversation toozx place as to whether 
_ time had not expired for the reception of 
_ petitions for private bills. 
x MARQUETTE ELECTION. 
_ Hon. Mr. CAMERON presented a report 
_ from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, reporting that both members 
in the Marquette election requested an 
adjournment of the case for six weeks, and 
_ that it was adjourned accordingly. 


PROMISSORY NOTES. 


Hon. Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill 
_ to amend the laws relating to Promissory 
Notes. 

/ 
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SAULT STE. MARIE RAILWAY. 


Mr. ANGUS MORRISON moved for 
leave to introduce a bill respecting Sault 
Ste. Marie Railway. | 


PILOTS, 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY moved that the 
House go into committee on ‘fuesday next 
to consider the following resolution :— 

That it is expedient to repeal the Act 
of the Legislature of New Brunswick, 26 
Vic., cap. 36, respecting the government 
of pilots in the county of Charlotte,—and 
to authorize the Governor in Council to 
appoint three Commissioners for the said 
county, who shall have power to make 
rules and regulations for the government 
of pilots for the coasts and harbours of the 
county: to ix the rates of pilotage, and 
to impose penalties, not exceeding $40, 
for any breach of any such rules and re- 
gulations approved by the (Governor in 
Council. 

FRAUDULENT MARKS. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD moved the 
House into Committee on the Bill to 
amend the law relating to the fraudulent 


marking of merchandise. 
The Bill was passed through Committee. 


GEOLOGICAL, 


The House went into committee on 
the Bill to make provision for the contix 
nuation and extension of the Geological 
Survey of Canada, and for maintenance of 


a Geological Museum. 
The Bill was passed through committee. 


SAVINGS BANKS. 
Hon. Sir F. HINCKS moved the House 
into committee on the Bill to amend the 
Government Savings Bank Act, cap 6 of 


Statutes of 1871. 
The Bill was passed through committee. 


PUBLIC DEBT. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS moved the House 
into committee on the Bill respecting the 
Public Debt aad the raising of Loans au- 
thorized by Parliament. 

The Biil was passed through committee. 


LARCENY OF STAMPS. 

Amendments made by the Senate to 
the Bill for ‘the avoidance of doubts re- 
specting the Larceny of Stamps, was read 
a second time, 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY moved the second 
reading of the Bill respecting the Civil 
Service. Carried; and the ill was pissed 


through committee. 
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STATUTES OF CANADA. 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD moved the 
second reading of the Bill respecting the 
Statutes of Canada: Carried, and the Bill 
was passed through committee. 


IMMIGRATION, 


The Act to amend the Immigration Act 
of 1869 passed its second reading. - 


PATENTS OF INVENTION. 


The Act respecting Patents of Inven- 
tion passed the second reading. 

In committee Mr. POPE explained that 
the only change was to dispense with the 
condition ‘of a year’s residence, There 
was another change to allow patentees to 
put their invention into operation within 
two years, the time previously allowed, 
one year, being found insufficient. 

Mr. MILLS thought that existing ma- 
nufactures should be considered, for, un- 
der the Bill, a patent conld be obtained 
which would prevent a manufacture al- 
ready in operation being continued. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said a patent could only 
be taken out if the invention had not been 
used for a year. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE urged that no 
patent should affect an existing manufac- 
ture, and unless the bill were changed in 
this respect he should at some stage 
move an amendment. 


Hon. Mr. POPE said his object was to 
leave the Bill as before as much as pos- 
sible; but, if the change mentioned were 
considered necessary he had no objection 
to it. 


Mr. YOUNG urged that the change 
should be made, so that no American pax 
tent could interfere with a Manadian ma~ 
nufacture. 


Mr. WOOD said that, after the pas- 
sage of the Bill, patents issued in the 
United States and afterwarwards taken out 
in Canada should be secured if taken out 
in Canada within a year of the United 
States patent. 

Hon, Mr. POPE said this was already 
provided. 

After further conversation the Bill 
passed through committee with amend- 
ments. 


MANITOBA EXPEDITION. 


The Act to indemnify the members of 
the Executive Council, and others, for the 
unavoidable expenditure of public money, 
without Parliamentary grant, occasioned 
by the sending of an expeditionary force 
to Manitoba, in 1871, was read a second 
and third time and passed. 


Hon, Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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INSPECTION OF PRODUCE. 
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The Act to amend and consolidate, and 
to extend to the whole Dominion of 
Canada, the laws respecting the inspection 
of certain staple articles of Canadian pro. 
duce, was read a second time, and referred 
to the Standing Committee on Banking 
and Commerce. 


IMMIGRATION, 
Hon. Mr. POPE moved the second read- 
ing of the Act to amend the Immigration 
Act of 1869. He said the cry from every 
quarter was that, if ws would only give 
assistance towards the passage money, we 
could get any number of Immigrants. 
His object was to assist the immigrants, 
but the hon. member for West Durham 
had charged him with trying to punish 
them. The Government of Untario had 
done something, and the Government of 
the Dominion had done something; but 
it was not enough. He was sure that, 
through their agents, money might be 
safely advanced. He instanced a case of a 
society in Ottawa, which had assisted 
hundreds of immigrants who willingly ac-_ 
cepted the terms of repayment, but it 
was felt that there should be some farther 
security to the Society. a 
Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU agreed with the 
object of the bill, but feared that, as at 
present worded, it would interfere with 
the civil rights of the various Provinces, — 
Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER explained the 
law relating to immigration, and said it 
was quite correct for his hon. friend to 
bring down a measure asking Parliament 
to grant a sum of money to be placed at 
his disposal, in order to induce immi-_ 
grants to come into the country, 
Mr. FERGUSON said the law of Ontario — 
provides that land settled upon by immia_ 
grants becomes a homestead, and cannot 
be affected by any legislation of the Dos 
minion Parliament. It would, therefore 
be deceiving those who advanced the 
money, to tell them that the lands given 
to immigrants vould be sold under judg- 
ment. His experience had been that, with 
all the money immigrants could earn, they 
did not get sufficient to keep them 
Mr. JUNES (Leeds and Grenville) from 
past experience, had very little contidence 
in any scheme for the encouragement o 
immigration into this country. They had 
had immigrant agents in all parts of the 
world, but with all that those gentlemen 
had done, we had very litt!e increase in 
population, He thought the objer 
should be to encourage industries in our 
own country, in order to keep the popula« 
tion here, instead of allowing them to go 
to other countries, as at present. | 
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section was open to abuse. 
that the agreement made in England 


Immigration 


Mr. JACKSON feared that the fourth 
It provided 


by the agent should be binding here. 
Emigrants might desire, from offers 
of higher wages and other reasons, 


to break the engagements made, and 


if they were forced to carry out those 
engagements as provided in the Act it 
migbt cause great irritation, and might 
drive the emigrants from the country. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE concurred in the re— 
marks of the hon. member for Grey. He 
thought that the provision by which the 
wages of the immigrants should be attach- 
ed for the money advanced to him in his 
own country, was a provision beyond the 


“power of the General Legislature ; it dealt 


with property and civil rights; and, 
although the General Parliament had pow~ 


er to pass laws relating to immigration, 


for 


he denied that they had power to pass 
laws affecting the civil rights of persons 
coming to this country. The Act was ob- 
jectionable in several of its clauses in this 
respect. He thought that the provision 
making seduction a criminal offence a good 
one; but he saw no reason why seduction 
should be a criminal offence at sea and a 
civil one on shore. 

Mr. BLANCHET thought that if immi- 
gration was to be encouraged provision 
should be made to facilitate and assist it. 


He thought the best way to prevent em, 


igration from this country would be to 
proceed with the Pacific Railway and other 
great works at once. He asked whether 
it was intended to provide hospital accom- 
modation for emigrants on their arrival at 
Quebec, He hoped that such accommoda- 
‘tion would be provided in the new sheds 


' being constructed. 


*<Mr. MILLS thought the bill was to legis~ 
late on subjects not within its jurisdic- 
tion, thus interfering with the legislation 
of the several Provinces. Although this 
Parliament had concurrent power to deal 
with the subject of legislation regarding 
emigration, it only applied, in his opinion, 
to such mattersas were not vested in the 
Local Legislatures. The seventh clause 
was clearly a provision that this Parlia- 
ment could not make; as hotel-keepers 
were licensed by the Local Government 
and under. their control. ' 


_. Mr. ANGLIN thought there was no doubt 


about the position taken by the members 
Bothwell and West Durham. He 
thought the provision to advance money 
to emigrants a good one in one sense, as 
the emigrant would feel that he was under 
certain obligations to those who advanced 
the money, and it would no doubt induce 
many to remain in the country. He said 
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there were many objections to the bill, but 
the question was such a difficult one that 
he must confess he could suggest nothing 
better. He thought the measure would 
induce a mere Coolie system. He explain- 
ed that he meant by this the binding of 
emigrants before taking passage to work 
for a certain number of years for a certain 
price, which might be very unfair to them. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS desired to 
refer to the charge of the member for 
Gloucester, that the present bill was noth- 
ing but a Coolie system. That gentleman 
surely could not understand that system. 
Having been Governor of a Colony where 
this system was in force, he might claim 
to be better acquainted with the subject 
than any other member. He explained 
that where the Coolies were recruited— 
India and China—the agents were under 
the immediate and careful supervision of 
the Governments there, and every effort 
was made to prevent abuse. The essen« 
tial feature of the scheme was that the 
planters were compelled to pay the Cool- 
ies, during the time of their engagement, 
the current wages paid to unindentured 
labourers, and, in addition, to provide 
them with house accommodation and 
medical attendance. He admitted the 
bill was not perfect in all respects, but 
the question was not a party one, and 
there were so many difficulties connected 
with it, and it was a matter of such conse- 
quence to the country, that there should 
be as good a scheme as possible, he hoped 
all members would assist the Goverament 
in making it so. 

Mr. FERGUSON called attention to sec- 
tion twelve, which he considered very in- 
definite. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said the section would 
apply to all emigrants, and the proceeds of 
the property of emigrants dying would be 
handed to the institution taking charge of 
the children. 

The bill was read a second time. 

The House adjourned at 5:25. 


SENATE. a 
_ Monpay, 20th May, 1872. 
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock p. m. 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Hon. Mr. HAMILTON, from Committee 
on Banking, Railways, and Commerce, 
reported Bill respecting G. TT. R. and In- 


ternational Bridge Companies, without 
amendment. 
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®PHTITIONS. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN, from Committee 
on Standing Orders and Private Bills, rex 
ported favorably on petitions of Manitoba 
Insurance Co.; Manitoba Bank; Ontario 
Shipping Forwarding Co.; Anchor Marine 
Insurance Co. They also reported that 
petitions of W. Ford Jones of Gananoque 
and others, and Dominion Trust Co. refer 
to provincial objects. 


CIVIL ACTIONS IN BEAUCE/AND MON’. 
MAGNY. 


Hon. Mr. BUREAU moved :—That an 
Address be presented to His Excellency 
the Governor General, praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause to be 
laid before this House a tabular or other 
statement showing: 

Ist. The number of actions, oppositions 
or other proceedings of an appealable 
nature, in which contestations took place, 
and hearings on the merits were had in the 
District of Montmagny, from the first 
January, 1868, to the first January last ; 
the number of such causes in which judg-~ 


ment has been rendered: how many of 


them have been carried before the Court 
of Revision or the Court of Appeals; how 
many of such judgments have been con- 
firmed; how many reversed, and how 
many are still undetermined in Revision 
or in Appeal. 

2nd. The number of actions, Opposi- 


tions or other proceedings of an appeal. 
able nature in which contestations took 
place and hearing on the merits were had 
in the District of Beauce, from the first of 


January, 1868, to the first of January last ; 


the number of such causes in which judg. 
went has been rendered; how many of 
them have been carried before the Court 
of Revision or the Court of Appeal; how 


many of such judgments have been con- 


firmed; how many reversed, and how 


many are still pending undetermined in 
Revision or in Appeal. 

3rd. The distance between Montmagny, 
St, Michel and St. Jean respectively, and 
the City of Quebec, and the mode of com~ 
munication between those places and the 
ae of Quebec and Montmagny, respect- 
ively, 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that a good |- 


deal of the information asked for was not 
in the control of the Dominion Govern-« 
ment, but was to be obtained by reference 
to the local administration, 


ELECTORAL DISTRICTS IN N.B. 
Hon, Mr. BOTSKORD asked whether it 
was the intention of the Government to 
equalize the Electoral Districts, for the 
election of Members to the Commons in 


Hon. Mr. Sanborn. 
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New Brunswick, and how it proposes to 
apportion the additional Members to which 
that Province is entitled. He called atten- 
tion to the inequality of the electoral 
divisions in New Brunswick as respects 
the election of members for the Commons. 
For the last five years evident injustice 
had been done to large and populous dis- 
tricts. For instance, Westmoreland, with 
a population of 30,000, had only one 
representative, whilst three others, with 
only 23,000 souls, had one each. Resti- 
geuche, Sunbury, Albert and Victoria 
with 3*,700 had four representatives. He 
mentioned some other facts in corrobora- 
tion of his assertion at the commence- 
ment of his remarks, and urged the ne 
cessity of remedying the injustice that 
had been done under the temporary Act 
now in Operation. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied that he 
was glad that the hon. member had called 
attention to a question of so much im-— 
portance, and that he could only say for 
the present that the Government had ga— 
thered all the facis they could in relation 
to the subject, and would soon be able to 
state the conclusions to which they had 
come. 


SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES. 


Hon. Mr. BUREAU asked— 

Ist. Whether the Government will, du- 
ring the present Session, appoint a Puisné 
Judge of the Superior Court at Montreal, 
conformably with the Act of the Legis- 
lature of Quebec, passed at its last Ses— 
sion? 

2nd. Whether to that end, resolutions 
will be introduced during the present 
Session, providing for the payment of the 
salary of such sixth Judge, or whether a 
sum for the salary of such sixth Judge 
has been placed in the estimates for the 
iscal year 1872-3 ? 

3rd. Whether the Government intend 
to increase the salaries of the Puisnés 
Judges of the Superior Court for the Pro- 
vince of Quebec, seeing that those salaries 
are insufficient, considering the important 
duties those Judges have to fulfil, and the 
qualifications their high and responsiple 
position requires them to possess ? 

In making the motion he called atten- 
tion to the anomalous position in which 
the administration of Justice stood owing 
to the B. N. A. Act. Before a new J udge 
could be appointed the Local Govern- 
ment had to pass a law, and the Federal 
Government had to nominate him and fix 
his emoluments. He hoped that there 
would be as little delay as possible in 
promoting the administration of Justice 
in Quebec, and with the view of obtaining 
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_ the motion in question. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that it 
was the intention of the Government to 
- introduce a Bill which would effect the 
_ object referred to in first enquiry. Pro- 
_ vision would also be-made for the pay- 
- ment of such an office, as soon as the 
necessary legislation was effected. He 
_ quite agreed that the salaries of the 
_ Judges were too low, and had no doubt 
that it would be necessary to revise them 
next session. 


RAILWAY, 


The Bill to amend the St. Francis & 
- Megantic Railway Act was read a third 
_ time and passed. 


QUARANTINE, 


The House then went into Committee— 
_ Hon, Mr. FERRIER in the Chair—and 
passed the Quarantine Bill, with an amend- 
- ment, lt was read a third time and 
passed. 


PUBLIC OFFICERS. 


The House again went into Committee— 

_ Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST in 
_ the Chair—on the Bill in reference to the 
_ security given by officers of Canada, and 
_ passed it without amendment. The Bill 
was then read a third time and passed. 


DOMINION NOTES, 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved the second 
reading of the Act regulating the issue of 
_ Dominion Notes, and in doing so stated 
_ that under the law passsd in the thirty- 
_ third year of Her Majesty’s reign, the 
_ Government received the power to issue 
_ Notes up toa certain amount, and when 
_ that amount was exceeded then they were 
_ only allowed to issue additional Notes by 
_ holding the same sum in specie for the 
_ redemption of such Notes in excess. This 
_ regulation had ‘been found by the Govern: 
- ment to operate unfairly upon the banks 
and the public, as there was a demand 
_ from day to day for smaller notes over and 
- above the amount in circulation which it 
/ was very difficult to meet on the terms 
/ mentioned in the original Act. It was 
therefore proposed under the Bill to 
_ allow an issue of Notes, &c., above the 
_ $9,000,000 on a security consisting partly 
of specie—at least 20 per cent. of the 
_ excess—and partly on deposits held by the 
Banks. The Government had come to 
the conclusion that such a measure was 
necessary for the convenience of the 
country atlarge. The security was ample 
hasmuch as the 20 per cent. was a sum in 
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_ nformation on that point, he had made | 
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specie not exacted from the Banks, who 
were consequently more favored than the 
Dominion itself. Healso argued that this 
sum really represented a good deal more. 
The Government were obliged to hold 
specie at four different places in the difter 
rent provinces and to meet the fluctuating 
currency they would necessariiy be obliged 
to keep more than 20 percent. It had 
also been found that the circulation is 
fluctuating, and the Government through 
the Finance Minister, had been obliged 
from time to time to interfere and limit 
the circulation unnecessarily and incon- 
veniently because the arbitrary rule had 
been laid down that they must hold dollar 
for dollar over and above the issue of 
nine millions of dollars. 

Hon. Mr, MACPHERSON regretted that 
the Government had seen fit to introduce 
such a bill, as he could not help feeling 
that it was a step in the wrong direction. 
It was above all things important that the 
currency should rest on a very secure basis 
—immediate redemption in gold. Under 
the present Bill it was proposed to change 
the present Law, so that only 20 per cent. 
need be kept in reserve to redeem the 
excess of circulation over and above the 
$900,000,000. It was true that the bill also 
provided that the balances held by the 
Government in the banks should be consi- 
dered asa portion of the reserves. He 
hoped that the Government would not 
press such a provision. Those deposits 
were not equivalent to gold; for the banks 
are not obliged to redeem their notes in 
gold, but in Dominion paper. So the 
effect of the system was really paper upon 
paper. Hedid not think it judicious to 
weaken the reserves too much. It was 
quite possible that dollar for doliar was an 
unreasonable amount, and less might do ; 
but the amendments proposed in the Bill 
went altogether too far in the wrong way. 
They had the tendency to render the im» 
mediate redemption of notes less secure, 
a state of things which Parliament should 
guard against, for the result might bea 
depreciated currency. He was also afraid 
that the tendency of the measure would 
be to create bank favoritism—a very un~ 
desirable result certainly. so long as the 
present Government were in power, he 
did not apprehend any danger, butit was 
wise to guard against the future. Suppose 
the case of a favored bank being in 
a weak position, and that the Gov 
ernment wished to help it, it might 
lend such an institution a million of 
dollars, and only require one-fifth of that 
amount to be held—or $200,000 in gold. 
The balance of $800,000 might remain on 
deposit, or the bank might get credit for 
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an unlimited trme. Such a state of things 
was, in his opinion, very objectionable, 
and should be prevented if possible. We 
had an instance in Upper Canada where a 
certain bank suffered very much from 
favoritism of this sort. Money was left 
on deposit, which it lent unwisely, and 
everybody knew the unfortunate results 
that accrued at last. He hoped that the 
Government would not press the bill in 
its present shape, but would consent to 
hold at least 40 per cent. in gold. The 
Postmaster General had quite correctly 
stated that the Government would in 
reality hold more than 20 per cent., and, 
for the same reason, the 40 per cent. 
would, in the end, actually amount to 50 
per cent, Such a reserve would be quite 
sufficient, but still the other provision 
with respect to the deposits was very ob~ 
jectionable, and he would like to see it 
expunged from the Bill. 

Hon. Mr. RYAN agreed with most of 
the remarks of tie preceding speaker, for 
he was sure that whiist we based our cur- 
rency on gold, we would have a currency 
which would inspire confidence among all 
who have business to do with the country. 
If we departed, to any great exent, from 
such a principle, as would be the case 
under the bill, then confidence in our 
monetary position would be impaired. 
When we relaxed our system and held 
out to banks an opportunity of receiving 
currency which they do not require to pay 
for in gold, undue expansion would ensue, 
and financial embarrassment be the final 
result. As long as we went on prosperously 
that expansion might seem safe enough, 
but let a crisis occur, as it may occur in 
the best regulated countries, and banks 
get into difficulties, then the country 
would suffer. It was more prudent to go 
on quietly and catiously than to encourage 
undue expansion and its dangerous 
consequences. He hoped that the ap- 
peals which had been made to the Goy- 
ernment would be heeded, and that they 
would consent to amend the Bill. The 
House had confidence in the financial 
capacity and prudent management of the 
gentleman who now conducted our finan. 
cial affairs, and whilst he remained in the 
same position the country was not in 
danger; but we had no guarantee for the 
future, for we did not know who might 
be in office some years hence, and there- 
fore it was advisable to protect the public 
interests by every means inour power. He 
was confident that those banks which wish 
ed to carry on their affairs prudently, 
would not object to see the amount of 
specie held in reserve augmented to 40 
per cent. 


Hon. Mr. Macpherson. 
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Hon. mr. LETELLIER DE SI. JUST 
said tha the held views similar to those just 4 


expressed, but he believed the wealth of 
the country which was the guarantee 
for the debentures was as good as gold, 
But the moment the benefit of the circu- 
lation was given to the banks instead of to 
the country, then we were moving in the 
wrong direction. lt became more neces. 
sary that gold should be the basis, the 
moment you deprive the Government of — 
the benefit of the circulation and hand it © 
to the banks. , 
Hon. Mr. WILMOT said that every one 
could bear testimony to the benefit des 
rived by the whole country from the issue 
of Dominion Notes. When he had first 
addressed the House on this subject in | 
1867, the amount of the circulation, was — 
only $12,000,000, consisting almost entire- 
ly of Bank Notes—not one per cent. on 
the taxable property of the country. His — 
hon. friend from Toronto had dwelt 
strongly on the gold as the great security, — 
but he (Mr. W.) could remember that in 
1825 had it not been for the discovery of © 
some one pound notes, the Bank of Eng~ 
land would be obliged to shut its doors. 
The country, at that time, wanted cir- — 
culation,—there was no want of pros-— 
perity—and the result was a crisis, causing — 
great depreciation of property in Great 
Britain, ruinous bankruptcies, and the — 
failure of many Banks. We have a 
country of 4,000,000 of people, and the — 
Census of 1851 shewed property to the © 
amount of $14,000,000. If we looked 
at the country alongside of us, and com~ 
pared the Census returns from 1861 to ; 
1871—during which years a most disas- 
trous war had occurred, causing the with- — 
drawal of an immense number of persons — 
from industrial pursuits, and destroying — 
an enormous amount of property, we find © 
that the value of taxable property had in- 
creasedifrom $1,000,000,000 to $30,000,000. — 


a ae! 4 
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Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON-—-The value in 
one case is in gold, and in the other in ‘ 
depreciated currency. i 

Hon, Mr. WILMOT—At the same time 
there was now held more gold in the 
Banks of the United States and Treasury 
Department than ever before. This result 
was due in his (Mr. W’s) opinion by — 
Mr. Chase adopting the policy of issuing 
legal tender notes to the extent of $413,-_ 
760,863 and establishing a free Banking 
Law with an issue of $300,000,000 ot 
national Bank Notes, making the whole > 
currency uniform guaranteed by the 
nation Under this financial policy, no 
notes could be issued by the Banks with- 
Out security, and it had given such a 
stimulus to the industry of the people, 
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% that they had not only paid off the 


F large sum of $890,000,000 of their debt, 


Dominion 


- but had also released the country of a 
large portion of internal taxation. The 
Si was not without precedent, for Mr. 

itt, one of England’s greatest states. 
men, had inaugurated one somewhat 
similar in 1797 by making Bank of England 
notes a legal tender guaranteed by the 

State, leaving gold to find its value in 

the market like all other commodities, 

which continued until 1823. The hon. 

_ Mem er would not deny that during the 

_ period referred to, it was the trade with 
that countrv (U.8.) which had stimulated 
production m the Dominion, and thereby 
Kept up our Banks in a great measure, by 
supplying them with a large amount of 

_foreignexchange Our farmers and others 
were able to sell their goods to our neigh- 
bors, for the very currency of which he 
spoke so disparagingly, and. in that way 

assist to swell the revenue to its present 

_ proportions. The Bank of England was 

_ restricted by the Act of 1844, and beyond 

_ the £15,000,000 of notes secured by con- 

sols, was obliged to hold five sovereigns 

_ for every five pound note issued by this 

_ Act, The banking department was 
_ separated from the issue department. 

In 1847 the bank was bankrupt se far 

as law was concerned and the Govern- 

ment had to come forward and relieve 
the bank by allowing it to issue notes 

_ beyond the law. In 1857 it was the same 

thing, and in 1866, two banks had a 

larger amount of deposit in the bank of 

England than all the gold that was held 

in both departments, which they threaten- 

ed to demand. Aguin the Government 
had to come forward and stop the depre- 
ciation of property, in consequence of the 

restriction of circulation caused by a 

foreign demand for gold. Even nowon 

account of the German purchases of gold 
in the London market, the Bank of 

England had again raised the rate to five 

per cent., and it may go far higher, res- 

tricting the home trade, and may end in a 

crisis and panic. He was of opinion that 

the gold system was b:sed 9n a fallacy— it 

_ was attempting to make a certain quantity 

of gold not only the unit of quantity, but 
the unit of value, a thing impossible 
without causing violent fluctuations. ‘The 
history of the United States for the past 

_ ten yeirs wasa proof that the theory in 
question was based on a fallacy. Their 
system hsd tided the country through a 
most critical period without a commercial 

Crisis, when its credit was «lmost prostras 
ted, and lately the discount had been only 
93 as between paper and gold. Great 

Britain paid off more of her debt during 
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the two years closing the war of 1815, 
than she has ever paid since, and that was 
under the system of making Bank of 
England notes legal tender, and allowing 
gold to find its value in the market like 
any other product of labour. The effect 
of resuming specie payments, under Sir 
Robert Peel’s Act of 1819, was to increase 
the public debt and private debts incurred 
in paper at 133 to the sovereign—in 
fact to increase all the liabilities of the 
country one-half for the benefit of the 
fund-holders and creditors at the expense 
of the public and the debtors. With 
respect to the present Bill, it left the 
Dominion notes up to $9,000,000, as they 
were before, but as regards the issue 
beyond that sum there was no restriction 
whatever. In his judgment, the amount 
of Dominion notes ought not to exceed 
the amount of the annual revenue. In 
the next place he did not think the public 
should endorse the amount of circulation 
to be given to the Banks without their 
obtaining something for it. The circula- 
tion of Dominion notes was the best kind 
of currency we could have, for with them 
we could travel from one end of the 
country to the other. They were a legal 
tender endorsed by the State, and the 
whole property of the country was liable 
for their redemption. What he wished to 
see was, that the circulation is as secure 
as in the neighboring country. The Banks 
were not liable to be called upon to pay 
in gold on demand. ‘hey had to deposit 
actual value in debentures of the United 
States—and receive only 90 per cent. of 
circulating notes for them. In this country 
the result of the circulation of Dominion 
notes had been most beneficial. Now 
the total circulation had risen from $12,- 
000,000 to $34,000,000—-the Bank circula- 
tion having reached $23,000,000, and that 
of the Dominion notes $11,114,000. He 
wished to see our banking system made 
still more liberal, so that any number of 
individuals, on furnishing proper security, 
and registering the name of their locality 
and amount of capital, should have the 
right to estabiish a Bank; and he was sure 
that the int« lligence of the country would 
support such a system, for it would place 
banking in the same position as all other 
business dealers in money. 

Hon Mr. BUREAU said that he consi- 
dered the issue of Dominion Notes when 
prudently managed, could promote the 
public interests. !he money now circu- 
lating might be doubly advantageous to 
the country. In the first place, it was a 
benefit inasmuch as we had not to pay 
interest on the Dominion notes. Again, 
the money we have to borrow in England 
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for the construction of our public works, 
could be placed out at interest at a good 
rate— nearly equal to the amount we have 
to pay in England. Indeed, it might be 
shown that we would receive a benefit to 
the extent of making a saving of 8 per 
cent. by the circulation of our notes. The 
Government was to reserve 20 per cent., 
and that was quite sufficient in his opinion, 
because we had the whole country as 
security, and the Government might at 
any time have gold for any amount; and 
in fact we had enough to meet our liabili-~ 
ties. The only thing of which he com- 
plained in the present bill was, that there 
was no limitation as to theissue If we 
looked to the experience of the United 
States to guide us, we found that the 
amount of the circulation of the Banks 
was limited to some $300,000,000, and 
comparing our population with that of the 
United States we would be entitled to 
$30,000,000. It was better for the Gov- 
ernment to state definitely what amount 
they will require, but under any circum- 
stances we must act with great care. The 
first time the Government issued notes, 
they asked for $5,000 000, then they raised 
the sum of $9,000,000, and now no 
amount was fixed, but the Government 
might issue as much as they pleased. One 
danger he apprehended was the patronage 
of the Government being handed to 
one favoured Bank, and in that case a 
crisis might arise. In the month of Sep- 
tember last, there was such a crisis bes 
cause the gold was going out of the coun. 
try into the United States where the mar- 
ket was a good deal better. The strongest 
institution had control of more gold than 
all the other institutions of the country 
combined, and the result was it had its 
own way. When it required more gold 
for operations in the United States it went 
to the other Banks and forced them to 
give it. Necessarily the Banks were 
obliged to ask more for discount so as to 
pay for the gold they were obliged to get 
from the United States. The consequence 
was the Banks did not respect their 
charters, but obliged persons applying to 
them for accommodation to pay 9 per 
cent. In September the Bank in question 
had in specie— in other countries, $9,258.- 
557, here $1,57/,093 or $10,835,644, whilst 
all the other Banks in Ontario and 
Quebec had altogether only $4 317,25 ; 
and hence it would be seen what power it 
held in its hands 

If the patronige of the Government is 
only to benefit one institution, if the de- 
posits were not made of such a proportion 
as to prevent any run on the Bank, there 
would be greater danger to be apprehend. 


Hon. Mr. Bureau. 
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ed than now exists, of commercial embar 
rassment and bankruptcy. In the United 
States, the Government could always hold 
the keys of the position, inasmuch as the 
importations are paid in gold, and they 
have always in the treasury a quantity of 
specie to pretect every note circulated 
by the different Banks as at par, for it 
was considered as gold. If any persons 
combined to create a crisis with a view to 
speculation the Government were in a 
position to step in and prevent it. In 
this country, on the other hand, it was 
not possible to find gold ina moment If 
the Government received the money for the 
Pacific Railway and placed it at deposit in — 
a particular Bank they could not ask for it 
at a day’s notice. Since the British Gov- 
ernment had found it expedient to with- 
draw the troops from the country, we 
were annually loosing a great amount of 
gold—some million of dollars; and con- 
sequently we had to meet the expense of 
the defence of the country ourselves. 
Under these ci-cumstances the country — 
was a loser to the extent of perhaps two 
millicrs of dollars. On the 30th April last 
circulavion of the Banks was $23 307.658: 
of Dominion Notes $10,129,575; fractional 
currency $396,967; making a total issue 
of $33,834,193. In specie the Banks held 
$9,002,522, and the Government $3,028, ~ 
368 for the redemption of Dominion Notes ; 
making a total of $10,060,090. From the 
foregoing figures it would be seen that the 
circulation of notes was about the same in ~ 
proportion to population as that of the © 
United States. He did not know what 
the Government intended to do, but he © 
thought it would be wise policy to fix the 
amount they proposed to raise under — 
the present measure. They had — 
already done a great deal to promote the 
monetary circulation of the country ; for it ) 
was not long since very many complaints — 
were coming in of the inconvenience and i 
loss arising from the existence of a de- — 
preciated currency ; and noone undertook 
to remedy the difficulty until the present — 
Finance Minister came into oftice, The ~ 
persons who suffered principally by this 
depreciated currency were the small deal- | 
ers and merchants throughout the coun- 
try, and many of them had to pay as a — 
daily operation at the rate of 5 per cent. 
on the $100 to get rid of the coin, and the 
consequence was financial embarrassment — 
time and again. He did not understand 
why the Finance Minister should not state © 
the amount he intended to-raise. Pers 
haps he propcsed making a great finan- — 
cial stroke, place the money he would 
borrow for public works in the different 
banks and receive interest on it, while he 
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- $200,000 to establish banks. 
- like such institutions in towns and vil- 


have a more liberal banking law. 


the Government. 
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sons with a much smaller capital than 
He would 


lages, with a capital of $50,000. At pre- 
sent, the system was calculated to benefit 


: only the wholesale merchants, but he 


wished to assist the farmers and small 
dealers in addition thrcughout the rural 


_ districts, but he had every confidence that 


the time would soon come when we would 
He 
could see evidence pointing to the estab- 
lishment ere long of a Bank of Issue by 
In the meantime, how- 
ever. for the reasons he had stated he 
must give his support to the measure be- 
fore the House. 

Hon. Mr. WARK believed the present 
Bill was a departure fvom the system 


heretofore established in this country. 


The first $5 000,000 issued required four 
millions of debentures and one of g\d. 


_ The second four millions required one of 


goldalso, Accordingly, the issue of nine 
millions required seven of Cebentures, and 
two of goid. ‘Then we had to follow the 
practice of the Bank of Englard and issve 


every additional dollar on condition that 


it be redeemed in gold. He believed that 


the system so far had been profitable to 


the couniry. but it was an experimert the 
result of which had hardly yet been shown. 


It might be compared io the experience 


of a new Insurance Comvany; premiums 


- came in very rapidly whilst the losses were 


small; but the time might arrive when 
embarrassment and complications would 
ensue. He was of opinion that we should 
proceed with caution ana nut pusnu tne 
system 10 extremes. The effect of the 
proposed change, he believed, was to with- 
draw gold from the country. He knew 
that the Finance Minister expected that 


_ the additional issue would be in smaller 


notes ; but it did not follow that the banks 
would put one dollar more of the money 
into circulation than was actually necessary 


- to meet the demand of their customers. 


Ifanything beyond thatwas actuallyneeded 
for the necessities of the country was issued, 
it would go into the vaulis of the Bank 
and form part of their cash reserve, and 
gold would go gradually out of the coun- 
try. In Englard the business was done 
With sovereigns. ‘The Banks did not issue 


any notes under five pounds; but here 


ras ee ee 


there was paper as low as one and two 
dollars. The amount of cash reserves 
held in this country was some $14 000,000, 
and assuming $7,000,000 of that was in 
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circulated as many notes as he wished. 
He regretted that we had not now in this 
country a banking system like that in the 
_ United States, which would enable per- 
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Dominion notes, then there was $7,000,000 
in gold, and if the Government held $3,~ 
000,000 more, that made $10,000,000 
to represent the whole gold of the 
country. Indeed, it was a very rare thing 
to see gold passing in ordinary business 
transactions. Since the Union of the Pro- 
vinces the country had been generally 
prosperous—no financial crisis had occur: 
red, no difficulty had arisen to prevent 
the circulation being kept afloat; but in 
case of a monetary crisis, embarrassment 
might arise, and it was against such a con- 
tingency that Parliament should guard. 
Under all the circumstances he recom- 
mended caution, and a limitation to the 
accommoda.ion which the Banks should 
receive. He did not believe there was any 
security in a paper currency—it was like a 
lottery. 

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON said if we had the 
power to legislate so that other countr-es 
would take ovr notes as gold, hon, gentle- 
men might be right in the conclusions 
they come to; but the Chinese would not 
sell us their silks or teas without receiving 
what they considered the true equivalent. 
He did not think that the experience of 
the woild had found out any currency 
equalto gold. He held that there was no 
safe banking unless there was a proper 
equivalent at the basis of the circulation. 
If a bank issued $10 or 12,000,000, they had 
an equivalent in the shape of merchan- 
dize True the Government had the 
whole country—they could impose addi- 
tional taxes; but, nevertheless, they had 
no true commercial equivalent to fall back 
upon. He contended that the Bill was a 
breach of faith with the Banks, who agreed 
to surrender their rights on certain condi- 
tions, which they had fulfilled on their 
part. He remenbered the gtime when he 
could buy Government notes for 20 per 
cent discount—when the notes of a people 
of 40,000,000 were only worth 40 cents on 
the dollar. He was afraid that the prin- 
ciple on which we were acting would lead 
to a far worse state of things; for the 
Bill was entirely a siep in the wrong 
direction. In 1879 and 1870, the whole of 
the discounts of the Banks of Ontario and 
Quebec were about $56,000,000, while 
they had reached some $94,000,000 at the 
present him; but he was unable to account 
in a legitimate way for so large an Increase. 
He believed the present measure would 
lead to undue expansion and speculation, 
and sooner or later disturb busiaess and 
bring about a financial crisis. No bank 
doing a correct business would advance 
money except for a sufficient equivalent, 
but here the Government proposed to 
issue without givmg the counu'y good 
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who took the leading part on this ques. — 
tion, and had come to an understanding — 
with him. 

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD said that a limit 
of some kind should be fixed to the issue i 
of notes. a : 

Hn. Mr. NORTHUP was inclined to 
the opinion that the measure, on the 
whole, would be acceptable to Nova Scotia. 
Some 80 per cent. of the Dominion notes q 
would get into circulation, and the cur- | 
rency of the whole country in that way 
benefited. The best security which the 
Dominion had lay in the prudence of the ; 
Finance Minister aid ia the standing of | 
the Banks. The Finance Minister would 
not issue money except to meet the pub- ; 
lic necessities, and certainly he would not : 
advance it to any Bank unless he had con: 5 
fidence in its management and discretion, 
and that he could ascertain from the re-— 
turns and other means open to him. He 
felt that the Nova Scotia Banks, managed — 
as they were by discreet Directors, might — 
be safely entrusted with the circulation. — 
Under all the circumstances, having given j 
the measure his careful consideration he — 
was quite prepared to accept it as devised — 
in the interests of the country. } 
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security. He did notsee anything in the 
measure with respect to the disposing of 
the notes—they might favor one institu- 
tion to the injury of the others. Under 
any circumstances the amount of reserve 
should be much larger—at least 40 per 
cent. 

Hon. Mr. BENSON was of the same 
Opinion with those who urged that the 
principle of the Bill was not safe. He must 
express his strong objection to a system 
which made no restriction as to the 
amount of issue. He had every confid- 
ence in the finances of Canada, but at the 
same time he must urge that the amount 
of reserve be raised to 40 per cent, at 
least, and the amount of issue be limit- 
ed. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL denied that there 
had been any breach of faith whatever 
with the banks. Parliament placed on the 
Statute Book a law reserving to the Goy- 
ernment the right to issue notes within a 
certain denomination,and giving the banks 
privilege of issuing notes of a different 
denomination, besides relieving them of 
their taxes. The necessities of the coun- 
try demanded ‘that there should be an addi- 
tional issue of one dollar notes. It was idle 
to say that a rule laid down at a certain 
period was to last for all time to come. If 
there was really a necessity for the augu- 
mentation of one dollar notes, then it 
was absurd to say we should be tied down 
by a cast iron rule applicable to different 
circumstances. His hon. friends thought 
there should be an increase of the specie 


The Bill was read a second time. 
The House then adjourned. 
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reserve ; but it should be remembered that 


the banks were not obliged to hold a 


single dollar in specie; and if that was 


considered safe in the case of those insti. 
tutions, it ought to be so certainly in the 
case of the Dominion which was liable for, 
and able to meet allits own liabilities. 
The Government could have no object in 
view in proposing such a measure except 
to meet the requirements of the country. 
No Ministry would dare to favor one bank 
by giving it the control of the greater 
part of the issue ; the Bank returns were 
published from week to week, and the 
amount of their deposits could be easily 
seen. He admitted that there must be a 
a basis in gold, but he did not understand 
that the Finance Minister was particularly 
wedded to the amount of reserve. He 
had great respect for the opinions of hon. 
gentlemen who had spoken on the ques 
tior, and would take the earliest oppor- 
tunity of consulting the Finance Minister 
on the subject. 

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON said that five gen- 
tlemen, depated by Banking institutions 
had waited ona member of the Cabinet 


Hon. Mr. Simpson. 
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The SPEAKER took the chair at 3:15 
te 
; PETITIONS, . 


A number of petitions were presented. 


PRINTING AND BINDING, 


Hon Mr. MORRIS presented a return to 
the address giving a statement of the 
amounts paid for confidential printing and — 
binding. } 


BANKING PRIVILEGES. 


f 
Mr. THOMPSON (Haldimand) asked ps 
when he might expect the return relating 
to Banking Privileges. b 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER replied that he would — 
answer to morrow. r, 


IMMIGRANT RETURNS. 
In reply to Mr. Stirton, 
Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN stated that the re. ; 
turn of the number of emigrants conveyed — 
over the Dawson route was being prepared 


aad would be brought down at an early — 
ay. 


op 


to naturalize Mr. A. G. P. Dodge. 


689 Routine 


Z2CHATHAM BOARD OF TRADE, 


Mr. STEPHENSON moved for leave to 
introduce a bill to incorporate the Board 
of Trade of Chatham. 


NATURALIZATION, 


__ Mr. MORRISON (Niagara) moved the 
House into committee to consider the bill 
The 
committee rose and reported without 
amendment and the bill was read a third 
time and passed. 


DOMINION WATER WORKS COMPANY, 


Mr. WOOD moved the House into coms 
mittee on the bill to incorporate the Do- 
minion Water Works Company. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the bill re— 
quired amendment, inasmuch as it might 
be taken to sanction the validity of the pa- 
tent mentioned in the preamble, and he 
thought that a clause should be inserted 
showing that it in no way sanctioned the 
validity of the patent. 

After a short discussion it was agreed to 
insert a clause to that effect, and the com. 
mittee reported progress and asked leave 
to sit again. 

BILLS ADVANCED. 


Mr. STREET moved the second reading 
of the Act to amend the Act incorporating 
the British America Assurance Company, 


and the subsequent Act affecting the said 


Company, as amended by the Standing 
Committee on Banking and Commerce, 
which was carried. 

The House then went into committee on 
the bill, rose, reported, and the bill was 
read a third time and passed. 

Mr. GIBBS moved the second reading of 
the Act to amend the Act 27 Vic., cap. 50, 
intituled An Act to incorporate the Lon» 
don and Canadian Loan and Agency Com- 
pany (limited), as amended by the Stand. | 
ing Committee on Banking and Commerce. | 
Carried. | 

The House then went into committee 
on the bill, rose, reported, and the bill 
was read a third time and passed. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the Act respecting the 
Toronto Savings Bank as amended by the 
Standing Committee on Banking and Come 
merce. Carried. 

The House then went into committee, 
and the bill was reported, read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. MERRITT moved the second read- 
ing of the Act to incorporate the St. 
Catharine’s Board of Trade. Carried. 

The House tLen went into committee, 
and the bill was reported a third time and 
passed. . 
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Mr. MAGILL moved the second read. 
ing of the bill to amend the act incorpos 
rating the Mutual Life Association of 

anada. Carried. 

The House then went into committee, 
and reported the bill, which was then read 
a third time and passed. 

The follo winz questions were then asked : 


Business. 


WEST INDIES STEAMSHIP LINE. 


Hon, Mr. GR .Y ~ Whether it was the 
intention of the Governmen: to include in 
the estimates for the ensuing year any 
provision for subsidizing a line of steamers 
to the British West Indies, as recommend- 
ed by the Commission t» the British and 
Foreign West Indies Association in the 
report to the Government in 1866. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the Gov- 
ernment appreciated the importance of 
subsidizing a line for this purpose. During 
the recess they purpose to take steps to 
ascertain whether the Government of the 
British and Spanish West Indies will be 
disposed to ccntribute to a line or lines of 
steamers between Canada and the West 
Indies, and if sothe Government of Canada 
will ask Parliament to do its share in the 
matter. It was understood that Sir Hugh 
Allan had offered to put on two steamers 
a month at £1,000 a trip. 


CANADIAN ARCHIVES, 


Hon. Mr BLANCHET— Whether any 
measures had been taken towards the con- 
struction of a Canadian Archives’ oifice as 
recommended last session by the Joint 
Library Committee. 

Hon. Mr. POPE answered that no steps 
had been taken, but a sum will be placed 
in the estimates for the purpose. 


MISCELLANEOUS QUESTIONS. 


Mr. RENAUD—Whether it was the in- 
tention of the Government to place in the 
supplementary estimates any approprias 
tion for the construction of a break-water 
at the entrance of the harbour of Richi. 
bucto, in the county of Kent, N. B. | 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied in the af- 
firmative. % 

Mr. GAUDET—Whether it was the ins 
tention of the Government to issue permits 
for the placing of booms to detain lumber 
upon the navigable rivers, on condition of 
the parties interested always proviaing easy 

for navigation, 
batons Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD an~ 
swered that the Government had no power 
to issue permits for this purpose. 


NATURALIZED FOREISNERS, 


Mr. YOUNG moved an Address for any 
correspondence which may have taken 


[SOMMONS,] Business, 
unless there was some special object in the 
motion, he thought it would be a very in- 
convenient precedent to have to send down 
statutes already in the library. 

Mr. MILLS said the statutes were not in 
the library, and said it was very important 
that the House should know what laws had 
been passed in Manitoba. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
the statutes should be brought if there 
were such.—Carried. 

Mr. OLIVER moved an 4 ddress for copies 
of the tenders for the supply of coal oil for 
lighthouse purposes for the years 1870, 
1871, and 1872, with the reports of the ins- 
pectors on the samples.—Carried. 

Mr. MocCALLUM moved an Address for 
the copies of all tenders received by the 
Department of Public Works for the exca- 
vation of earth and rock in deepening and 
improving Port Colborne harbour on Lake 
Erie last year. He understood that the 
Government advertised last year for ten- 
ders and let the work, but that the contrac- 
tors had since given up blasting the rocks, 
saying it was so hard it could .not be works 
ed. The matter was so important that he 
thought the motion very necessary. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the work was 
not abandoned but only postponed.— Car- 
ried. 
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place between the Imperial and Canadian 
Governments, or between the latter and 
any corporation or private individuals, 
touching the recognition by Great Britain 
of German and other naturalized citizens, 
as British subjects, when in countries other 
than Her Majesty’s possessions. He said 
that great hardships had been experienced 
by Germans on returning to their own 
country, and referred to the attention 
given by Great Britain to the subject, and 
the commissioners appointed there to ex- 
examine into the matter of naturalization ; 
and he thought some action should be 
taken so as to obtain between the Gov. 
ernments of Great Britain and Germany 
such a treaty as existed between Great 
Britain and the United States. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
there was no recent correspondence on the 
subject, but, when in England, he and his 
colleagues had pressed very strongly the 
hardships suffered by foreigners settling in 
Canada and naturalized by Canadian, but 
not by British law. Canada, of course, as a 
British colony, could not pass a law which 
would have effect’ beyond her borders. 
What Canada wanted was that the Imperial 
Government should pass an Act, giving 
equal power to the Canadian Act with the 
Imperial Act. The imperial Government 
had not yet acceded to the request, but 
the difficulty in their minds arose, not 
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from any idea that Canada would make 
any improper use of such power, but from 
the multiplicity of British colonies and the 
fear that some of them might give the right 
of British subjects to semi-barbarous people. 
The matter, however, would continue to 


engage the attention of the Government, 


and if they did not succeed an addregs of 
the Parliament to the English Government 


as suggested might be advisable. 
The motion was then withdrawn. 


MOTIONS. 


Mr. SCRIBER moved an address for the 
return of the names, tonnage and classifica- 
tion of all vessels navigating the inland 
waters of the Provinces of Ontaric and 
Quebec in the year 1871, with the names 
of their respective owners.—Carried. 

Mr. STIRTON moved an address for 
copies of the estimates of the work done 
on each section of the Intercolonial Railway 
submitted to the Commissioners by the 
Chief Engineer.—Uarried. 

Mr. MILLS moved an address for a copy 
of the laws of Manitoha enacted during the 
last session of the Local Legislature relat— 
ing to the registration and qualifications of 
electors and the constitution of the Su- 
preme Court. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 


Mr. Young. 


Mr. McCALLUM moved for copies of all 
the reports made to the Deparment of Public 
Works by the engineer in charge of the sur- 
veys of the Welland canal in 1871, giving 
the quantity of earth and rock excavation 
required to be done to complete the canal 
for the Lake Erie level by the Port Col, 
borne and Port Maitland routes, respective- 
ly. Hesaid a survey was made last year 
on the Welland canal in order to obtain 
the best route for an inlet to Lake Erie. 


| It was a very important question, inasmuch 


as it would improve the facilities of trade 
from the west, and would enable Canada 
to neutralize the advantage the Americans 
had in the coasting trade of the inland 
waters. The enlargement of the canals 
would bring a large portion of the trade 
of the West by the St. Lawrence, and 
would enable Canada to load cargoes at 
ports on Lakes Michigan, “rie and Super- 
lor, and unload them at the ports of Kinge 
ston, Montreal and Quebec. Still, though 
the matter was of such consequence, the 
Government would be cautious and get as 
much information as possible, so that no 
mistakes might be made, for great miss 
takes had been made formerly. At pres 


sent vessels had to be lightened at Port 
Colborne before they could get into the 
canal, 


If the Port Colborne route were 
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decided or., there would be an immense 
amount of rock cutting and the water would 
have to be taken out before the work 
could be done, which Mr. Page stated 
would cost a very great amount. The 
work would have to done in the winter. 
and when Port Colborne was reached there 
would be a harbour with a rock bottom 
and without shelter, whereas Port Mait. 
land was the best harbor on Lake Erie 


_ and the works on that route could be done 


in the summer and could be finished in 
two years, at a cost of $1,800,000. He 
insisted that before more money was 


thrown away, the Government should get, | 
_ full information on the subject 


They 
were no nearer the object yet than they 
were years ago, and therefore, he desired 
that ihe House should have full informa« 
tion, so that the members could form 
their own views as to the men employed 
by the Government. They had been wed- 
ded to the Port Colborne route for years, 


: and it was quite time they were divorced. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN suggested that 
the report of the Chief Engineer of the 
Board of Works should be included in the 
motion. He hoped that the hon, gentle~ 


man would not consider it a want of respect 


if he (Mr. Langevin) declined to enter into 


- adiscussion of the subject until all the 


reports and information had been laid be- 
fore the House. He knew well the in- 
terest the hon. gentleman had always 


_ taken in the welfare of the region referred 
_ toin the motion for the enlargement of 


_ the Welland Canal. 


line of navigation through the canal. 


He knew also that 
the hon. gentleman had always been in 
favour of the feeder being made the main 
He 
(Mr. Langevin) was sorry tosay that the De-~ 
partment of Public Works could not agree 
with the hon. gentleman in that view, ani 
he was in hopes that when he saw the res 
port and estimates that would be submitted 
to his hon. friend he would coincide with 


__ the Department in the opinion, that by far 
_ the shortest and most economical line was 
_ that recommended by the Chief Engineer 


of the Department. 
Mr. STREET was very glad to find the 


- Minister of Public Works so heartily ac- 


ceeding to the motion of his hon, friend 


_ from Monck He was glad also that it had 
_ been suggested to add to the motion the 


name of the Chief Engineer. It was of the 
utmost importance that the !ouse should 


_ have all the information the Government 


; 
{* 


possessed with regard to this great work, 
together with all the reports an estimates 


_ thst had been presented by the several 
engineers and officers of the department. 


It was jist the information every member 
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sidering the recommendations that might 
be made by the Government with regard 
to these large undertakings, hon, mem. 
bers must be guided in forming a judg 

ment by scientific and impartial reports 

and not by the statement of any person 
more particularly connected with the 
works. The Hcuse must deal with the 
matter upon some substantial authorita. 
tive report, and that could only be obtsin- 
ed from the engineer employed by the 
Government. He (Mr. Street,) was glad 
the Government ha had this matter uns 
der their serious consideration, and had 
taken into account the manner in which 
the work of enlargement should be carried 
on and the mode to be adopted for furnish- 
ing the money necessary tor its comple. 
tion. He accepted it as an earnest of the 
intention of the Government to proceed 
with the work, that thay had given the 
reports their best attention instead of ad~ 
ding to the files of papers in the pigeon 
holes. He was glad that they had probably 
adopted a line for the canal which they 
would be prepared to recommend to the 
House, and thought that line was most 
likely to be that at present existing. Al- 
though in the work of enlarging the present 
canal there might be temporary ditficulty in 
regard to the removal of the rock, that did 
not seem fromthe report ofthe chief 
engineer to be an insuperable obstacle ; 
and he was glad to find that the Govern 

ment, notwithstanding the difficulty, vere 
prepared to enter heartily upon the pro- 
secution of the work, (Hear, hear.) 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE was glad te learn 
from the remarks of the hon. member for 
Welland that each member of the House 
would be able to follow his own judgment 
as to the line to be adopted in carrying out 
the new works to be proposed by the Go 
vernment, 

Mr. STREET said that, what he had 
said was, that every member would be 
able to see the reports upon the subject, 
and that upon them judgment would be 
founded. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the hon. 
member reminded him of the line ‘God 
bless the man who muy have aught to 
give.’ He (Mr. Mackenzie) was glad to 
hear that every member would be at 
liberty to exercise his own judgment, and 
when other public works the Government 
intended to pro.ose, came up for consider-~ 
ation it was gratifying to know that they 
would have the support of the hon. mem- 
ber for Welland to the principle of indes« 
pendent judgment. He (Mr. Mackenzie) 
would like to know when the reports called 
for in the motion would be brought down. 


of the House required, because in con- | The hon. member had expressed gratifica- 
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tion that this matter had engaged the 
gerious aod careful attention of the Go- 
vernment, but it was more important that 
the House should have the reports at an 
early day, so that members might give 
the subject consideration themselves 
before being called upon to vote away the 
public money. This was not to be treated 
as a mere local work; it was a matter that 
interested the whole country quite as 
much as the two hon. gentlemen opposite, 
who naturally took a special interest in it, 
and perhaps a more dispassionate jud x- 
ment would be formed upon it by others 
than by them, In order to secure such a 
judgment, it was exceedingly important 
that the documents should be brought 
down at an early day. 

Mr. STREET did not think either his 
hon, friend for Monck or himself had 
treated this matter as a local work, for 
they had always spoken of it as a great 
national undertrking. In that sense they 
still regarded it, and for that reason he 
was gratified that the House would have 
an early opportunity of seeing all the re- 
ports, so that every member would be able 
to exercise his judgment upon the recom- 
mendations ‘he Government would bring 
down. 

Mr. THOMPSON (Haldimand,) hoped 
with the hon. member for Wellind that 
this work, which had been so long pro- 
mised, would be effectually carried out, 
and that at an early day. The House had 
already heard of sums of money to be 
spent in the East, and hon members from 
the West'might well claim that some ex- 
penditure should take place as well upon 
this great national work. de trusted 
that the time for speaking had ceased, and 
the time for action had arrived; and what 
was now proposed was not simply for the 
purpose of creating an effect before the 
elections. 

Mr. McCALLUM pointed out, in sups 
port of his argument, that the Port 
Maitland route should be adopted; that 
although that line was ten miles longer 
than by Port Colborne, it brought vessels 
twenty miles further up Lake Erie than 
the present line. He maintained that 
that was a great advantage, for while it 
would give shipping an excellent habour 
at Port Maitland, it would avoid the risks 
incident to the dangerous navigation in the 
vicinity of Port Colborne. 

Mr. MERRITT said he lived at the 
other end of the Welland Canal, and was 
uot, of course, particularly interested in 
the matter. He could, therefore, speak 
dispassionately. It was well known that 
when che Canal was first projected, all the 
country was carefully surveyed, and Port 
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Colborne was selected as being, upon the 
whole, the best harbor upon the lake. It 
was as the hon, member for Monck had 
stated, ten miles lessdistant than Port Mait- 
land. They all knew that ten miles of 
Canal were very different from ten miles 
of Lake navigation and Sit would be very 
objectionable to build a Canal of that 
length, to be used for all time to come 
if a shorter route was feasible. That he 
thought was a point for the engineers to 
decide, and when their reports were be« 
fore the House, the question should be 
dealt with upon its merits. As for him- 
self, he had no very strong opinions as be- 
tween Port Colborne and Port Maitland ; 
but when it was remembered that the 
Canal was for use for all time to come, the 
best route should be chosen by the Gov- 
érnment. 

Mr. WORKMAN said he knew very 
little of the merits of the two routes, but 
it was desirable, in the interests of com: 
merce, that the work of enlargement 
should be proceeded with. 

Mr. MoC@ALLUM, in reference to what 
had fallen from the hon. member for Lin- — 
coln, denied that he (Mr. MoCallum), was 
an interested party in the matter. The 
hon gentleman was himself more interest- 
ed, for it was his object to get a depth of 
four‘een or fifteen feet of water in Port 

Yolborne harbour. The hon. genileman — 
was interested in the Welland Railway, 
and such a work would sid that Railway. — 
It was the same motive that led the hoa. © 
gentleman to use his influence with the © 
Minister of Justice in order to get the © 
clauses inserted in the Treaty of Washing- 
ton, respecting the carriage of goods from _ 
one American port to another, by Canad- — 
ian vessels, provided the goods passed — 
over a portion of Canadian territory on the — 
way. It was to save the stockholders of 

the railway that the hon. gentleman had 
sought this provision. (Hear, hear.) 3 

Mr. MACDOUGALL (South Renfrew) — 
thought it would soon be advisable to © 
negotiate another treaty of Washington, in © 
order to secure the Imperial guarantee for — 
money to build the Ottxwa canal. (Hear, © 
hear.) ‘This was an important work;which 
should be taken into the consideration of — 
the Government. a 

Mr. MERRITT? denied the charge that — 
he had con-ulted the interests of the Wel- — 
land Railway before those of the Canal, 
In the communication he had with the 
First Minister when at Washington, he had 
called attention to the coasting trade of 
the United States as being of the very first 
importance to the marine interests of this 
country and to the desirability of Canad- 
lan vessels being permitted to engage in 
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jit.) If thatewas notattainable, then he had 
Jasked the Minister to secure pan ita 
‘Anothetrade,on the condition that it 
~ shouldepass over Canadian territoryon the 
oway» The hon member for Monék would 
_°seeby the: correspondence: what: he (Mr, 
Merritt) had’ done in: the matter, and: he 
(was! satisfied that the ‘arrangement “cons 
‘cludedat Washington was ‘a great boon to 
“the country. As forthe Welland Railway, 
_©af ibowas: able ‘to ccompete “with: the canal 
“Now, 1t'would ‘certainly lose nothing ‘ifthe 
_ datter workiwas made ‘ten miles longer, as 
_\thechon, member proposed, 
; % Lhe motionowas then carried, 

0 B44 Sas Wa ti ii 
} Mois 10g. eats Ww _ PRE DLARIFE.. : t 
“Mr ROSS (Dundas): moved: the House 


_-xinto:Committes ofthe Whole to consider. 


~-sthe following resolution :— 
8° LoThat dt is highly ‘desirable that. the 
several classes or branches of the industrial 


1, 


3 ‘pursuits’ incthis:country shouldias far as 


_ \opossible ibe placed on’ ai equality,’ 
Bro 2. That the sasrlowl taivait Bladien are not 
-“so-placed whilst:grain of all/kinds remains 
anithe free list, = .oigosy ay : 

+ 8): That inorder to: remedy ‘that ‘in 
“equality ‘and to“remove /an injustice, ‘the 
following:articles impoptéd into 
© try: beamades : 
> eats and) Indi 


‘receive paititulaf attention’ and: respect. 
_Hismotion might be ‘contrary to the policy 
= ot «the® Government,° but: knowing their 
S-high -andnoble: motives, he was° assured 
‘ “they would’ treat’ the: matter 
_ consideration. “fhe°hope’ of reciprocity 
‘-cwith the United 
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; Canada. might. well 
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that the. matter should be dealt, with in a 
truly Camadian, spirit. Canada and the 
United. States were .very much alike in 
their products, and no. country has _pros- 
pered: more than the United States; and 
adopt the American 
system in this, matter’. He trusted that 
the Government would support his motion. 
(Cheers. ] ” ets, 
» The SPEAKER, ruled the nadtion out of 
order on the ground’thatdt did not rest 
with a private, member*to , introduce. any 
measure imposing taxation, ) 
ELECTIONS. ph eee am 
Mr. BODWELL moved that ‘the Clerk 
of the Crown in Chancery do prepare a 
return from the records of the elections 
to the preseat House of Commons in 
British Columbia and Manitoba shewing the 
aggregate numbers of votes poiled in each 
electoral division in which there has been 
a contest, with the total number polled in 
each such. division and the number’ of 
votes on the voters’ list of the same re- 
spectively, and the population in each 
constituency, as shown by the last census. 
Hon. Sir, JOHN MACDONALD asked 
what: was the object. of, the motion, 
Mr. BODWELL thought the information 
desirable for the House.and the country. 
Carried, 


SEIZURE IN THE ST. CLAIR CANAL. 


Mr. STEPHENSON moved .an. address 
for ‘the correspondence respecting, the 
seizure by the United States. custom offis 
ceials of the steam: tug-and barge, the pro- 
perty of Hiram Little, in, the, St. Clair 
Plats Canal. » He referred to:the ¢ircum- 
stances of: the \seizure-and. the expenses 
incurred by Mr. Little, and. thought .the 


| matter ought to: be-fully investigated. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE. said that by the 
Treaty of Washington the place.of seizure 
was admitted to .be American, territory. 
The recognition-of this canal.as an Ameri- 
can. work involved more questions than 
the mere right of navigation, for every 
ship that ventured into.the channel and 
performed any act of lighterage would 
subject ‘itself to the Customs’ regulations 
of the United States ; and it had previously 
been shown that those regulations were of 
a\ singularly aggressive. character on the 
Lake. He mentioned an instance of a Ca- 
nadian tug being seized because, she picked 
up an American. yessel on the American 
side of the boundary line of the Lake and 


‘| towed ‘her. from a point in Lake St. Clair 


to a point in. the River Detroit, andit re- 
quired.a great effort to obtain her release. 
He desired. to know from the First Minis- 
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ter what was the position of the owner of 
the vessel in the present case, and whether 
he was absolutely without redress for the 
gross outrage on his property, or whether 
the recognition of the work as American 
inyolved the recognition of the seizure as 
legal. The point was a very serious one, 
and would effect Canada to a very great 
extent, and it showed to what exactions 
they would be subjected it the present 
system of American diplomacy were als 
lowed to prevail. There was no question 
that the canal was built on Canadian terri- 
tory, and though the First Minister, in his 
speech on the Treaty, stated that it was 
generally admitted to be on the American 
side, he could prove that one of the prin- 
cipal engineering officers of the United 
States reported that it was clearly in Cas 
nadian waters, and this was admitted by 
every one, whether scientific or mere navl- 
gators. A motion on such a serious mat- 
ter should not pass without some explana- 
tion from the leader of the Government. 
lt being six o’clock the house rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said there 
was no objection to the motion. He would 
not enter into a discussion upon the ques- 
tion until the correspondence was brought 
down. With regard to the Little case, the 
United States Government at his request 
had given up the bonds, released the su- 
reties, and abandoned all further proceed- 
ings in the matter. With regard to the 
question of the channel, it stood thus :— 
The Treaty of Washington did not in any 
way deal with the boundary. In ’42a treaty 
had been made by which all the channels 
between the islands in the River St. Clair 
were free to vessels of both nations. ‘That 
treaty was still in operation, and those 
waters remained free no matter whether 
the channel was on the American side or 
the Canadian side. As regarded the 
canal, the United States Government had 
made it under the beliet that they were 
making a canal ir their own territory. He 
believed also from all he could learn, that 
if a map signed by Porter and Barclay was 
binding, the canal was within American 
territory. On reference to the papers 
that had been laid before \the House, the 
hon. gentlemen opposite would perceive 
that the Crown law ofticers had given a 
formal decision that the evidence was con- 
clusive of that fact. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZ1E—Who has given 
that decision ? 

Hon. ~ir JOHN MACDON ALD—The law 
officers of the Crown in Hngland. He had 
laid the papers on the table of the House, 
and the hon. gentleman would see the 
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decision on referring to them. If that — 
opinion were correct, although it would 
not injuriously affect Canadian interests, 
it would settle the question of the boun- 
dary, and if the plan were binding, the > 
canal must be considered to be in Ameria 
can territory; and however unfortunate it 
might be we would have to be bound by © 
it. It was not, however, a matter which ~ 
would make a material difference, for, as — 
he had said, by the Treaty of 1842 all the © 
channels of the River were common to — 
both nations, no matter where they were. — 
This canal was one ot those channels by 
which the [reaty was free to the use of 
both nations alike. If by the plan of 
Porter & Barclay, the canal or any portion” 
of it wasin Canada, it would be considered — 
to bein Canada. The Treaty of Washing: 
ton did not effect the question of the bouns q 
dary line, nor did it profess to do so; but 
the United States had built the canal, had 
spent their money upon it, had contended - 
that it was within their territory, and they — 
had by the Treaty voluntarily and forever 
given the use of it to Canada on equal terms — 
with their own people. That was the posi. 
tion in which the matter stood, but if it 
was of any importance, and if the plan 
showed that the canal was in Canadian ~ 
territory, Canada could assert her rights — 
for the Treaty did not in any way atlect 4 
them or pretend to affect them. The 
United States did not desire that they 
should be affected by the Treaty, and we 
were as much welcome to use of the canal 
as themselves. ¥ 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the hon, 
gentleman had carefully avoided making 
reference to the express words of the 
Treaty, which he must know were entirely 
opposed to the view he had taken, 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD —Must 
know ? 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—-If the hon. 
gentleman did not know, he ought to know 
that the words of the Treaty were opposed 
to his words. Z 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD thought 
he ought to know, at least as well as the 
hon, gentleman, what the words of the 
Treaty were. (Laughter.) Ps 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZI said the hon. 
gentleman knew very well that his state- 
ment was not borne out by the words of 
the Treaty. This case was another instance 
of the sharp practice of the United States — 
Government, and was all of a piece with 
the usual diplomacy of its officers. [Hear, 
hear.] The hon. gentleman had laid a 
good deal of stress upon the fact that the 
American Government had spent a good 
deal of money upon the canal. Well 
Canada bad spent a good deal of money 
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: fake the proper channel which was north 
of the canal, and he would like to know 
whether by spending money upon it the 
United States Government became owners 


_ of the territory, for that was what the hon. 
_ gentleman’s statement amounted to. 
Hon. Sir J. 4. MACDONALD said he 


~ 


_ had stated nothing of the kind. He had 


pe en 3 


the canal had sett’ed the boundary line. 


— case. 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD—No, not 


in the settlement of the boundary line. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—For what pur- 


pose was it mentioned. 


Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 

case was simply this, that the United 
_ States Government claimed that the canal 
_ was in their territory, that they had spent 
_ money there, and that they declared 
_ wheiher it was on their side of the boun. 
_ dary or not, we were welcome to use it on 


> 


- the same terms as themselves. 


_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—Oh! I could 
_ say the same thing of the other channel. 

Mr. STEPHENSON said it was necessary 
should be settled 
_ whether the canal was in Canadian Terri- 
There was no doubt we had 
equal right according to the Treaty of 
Washington to navigate all the channels 
Of the river, but the question was whether 


that the question . 


_ tory or not. 


we had a right to carry on trade in all 


ports of the Canadian territory without 


let or hindrance from the Americans. 
(Hear, hear.) He thought it was a mat» 
ter that ought to be definitely settled, 
whether when Canadians carried supplies 
_to one port of the canal, as Mr. Little had 
done, they were entitled to do so as being 
Within their own territory or not. Ameri-— 
Can shipowners, surveyors and others in 
Detroit had stated it as their opinion that 
the canal was within Canadian territory, 
and this, he maintained, was unquestion- 
ably the case. The question then was 
‘whether Canadian vessels had a right to 
land goods upon the embarkment of the 
anal without interference by the Ameri- 
can Custom-house officers. According to 
the claims of the United States Govern- 
Ment, Canadians had no such right, the 
Whole being within American jurisdiction. 
Even if the canal had been declared free 
to both countries alike, the United States 
‘authorities had put so many restrictions 
and vexatious regulations upon the traffic 
rough it, that unless something was done 
define the real boundary, we would be 
continually getting into trouble with them. 
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not said that the spending of money on 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—Well if the 
_ hon. gentleman had not said that, he had 
stated that the spending of money would 
_ be an element in the consideration of the 


Canal. 702 


Under their system of rotation in office, 
new Officials were appointed every few 
years, and there would be constant 
seizures of Canadian vessels in the expec- 
tation that a profit would be made out of 
them by a share in the seizures. The 
annoyance arising from this cause would 
never end until some definite understand- 
ing was arrived at as to the proper boun« 
dary line, 

Mr. MILLS said there was a difference 
between the position of this question now 
and its position before the Treaty of Wash- 
ington. That Treaty ceded to the people 
of Canada the right to navigate the canal 
as freely as the Americans. When the 
British Commissioners put their signatures 
to a Treaty in which this cession was made, 
it seemed to him that that act was an ef, 
fectual stopper to any subsequent proceed. 
ings to question the American right of 
jurisdiction over the canal. — 

The motion was then carried. 


ADDRESSES. 


Mr. STEPHENSON moved an address for 
the correspondence respecting: lot No. 15, 
part of the indian reserve at Sarnia, Care 
ried. 

Mr, BOLTON moved an address for the 
correspondence relating to the shipping 
or desertion of seamen. Carried. 


HALIFAX TERMINUS. 


Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved an address 
for the correspondence respecting the 
proposed arrangement for obtaining a por- 
tion of Her Majesvy’s dockyard at Halifax 
as a terminus for the Intercolonial Rail- 
way. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that last year 
the intension was to extend the line irto 
the city. A survey was made and it was 
found that the line in question was not ad- 
visable. New surveys were made, and the 
Government decided that the best line 
for all purposes was the extension from 
the railway station through the dockyard. 
Corresyondence was going on with _the 
Imperial Government to obtain the right 
of way through the dockyard. but no 
answer was yet received. The intention 
was to go on with the work as soon as 
possible, and if the right of way could 
not be obtained through the docks, the 
terminus would have to be made at the 

d of the docyard. 
re JONES isked whether a survey had 
not been made for bringing in the line off 

m the dockyards : 
ton 3: Dr. TUPPER replied in the nega~ 
tive. He had visited Halifax, and found 
a strong impression that bringing in the 
line in the way contemplated would not 
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meéét the ‘views of the people or. attain! 
the’ object’ of the railway, and he therex: 
fore requested the Minister of Public 
Works to stay his hands and allow: a new 
survey tobe made. ‘The present plan 
was such as' would meet the public: ap- 
proval. “Healso mentioned that a large 
extension ‘of “wharf accommodation . was 
contemplated; for which an Riis Susp 
Was asked. 
M?!° MACDONALD (Lunenburg) did 

He ‘Beliéved the decision of the Govern- 
ment meét'with the almost unanimous aps 

roval of the people. \ He asked whether 
he ‘line of ‘Water Street had been sug- 
gested 'to the Government in the event of 
4 failure to obtain the right: of way thrauge 
the dockyard. 

“'For.’Mr. HOWE spoke, explaining: the 
nature of the proposed line: 

The motion was carried. 

Mr. FOURNIER moved’ an address for 
the correspondence respecting the piers 
in the St. Lawrence below Quebec con- 
structed by the means of loans derived 
from the Municipal Loan Furtd. 

Hon, Mr. LANGEVIN pening aor and 
the motion was withdrawn: 


. Mr,.SMITH (Westmoreland) moved an 
address. for the correspondence between 
the Intercolonial Railway Commissioners 
and the Chief Engineer and others res» 
pecting the appointment or displacement 
of any engineer, officer or employee of 
the said railway. Carried, 


Mr. FOURNIER. moved an address for 
the correspondence respecting the elec- 
toral subdivisions to be made in pursuance 
of Act 34 Vic., chapter 20, in the Municis 
palities of the Province of Quebec. Gar- 
ried 


Meteorological 


METEOROLOGICAL REPORTS. 


‘Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved an address 
for the correspondence on the subject of 
the meteorological observations and 
weather reports in England which were of 
the greatest possible advantage. | The 
United States adopted a similar system. 
They ‘had some 120-different ports from 
which ‘reports were received every day. 
A system iike this would be of incalculable 
advantage to a maritime country like 
Canada, and his object was that the Gov» 
ernment should ask a vote so as to com. 
bine with the United States system to ob. 
tain these reports, giving the Canada re~ 
ports. The American system was simple 
and inexpensive. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER was glad attention 
had been called to the matter, Last ses- 
sion the Government made a commence- 
ment by asking a small appropriation for 


Hon. Dr, Tupper. 
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extend this, witha view to: “make the sys« 4 


weather in ‘others sections ofo:the’ contix! | 


Storm signals at-.Buffalos: 


Reports\. TOL 


obtaining the neeessary meteorological in: 
formation. He! had already:stated that it? 
was the intention of the Government to’ 


tem, more pertect and \ carrying out ‘the’ — 
objects of the various-Governments, ‘and: 
inform. them) ofthe ‘condition’ of the 


nents, soas to give to the people of Canada’ — 
the same advantage'that had been!realized! 
by the system of ‘storm ‘signals! in. force — 
in the United States. In’ thatocountrya@! — 
very great saving had been effected ina 
commercial ,point of view, in addition’ to! — 
the saving of life, and, in one instance) — 
where. information was given that a storm _ 
was impending; twenty captains’ met and 
decided to remain | im port; while others, — 
who disbelieved the information, went?to — 
ant and every vessel that wolat: t0 sea Mies : 
Ost 3 
Mr. WORKMAN said the mewstiben2 eas 3 
also of great importance’: to ‘the farming — 
and commercial interests of the country; 
and, his’ constituency: had> asked ‘him: % 
urge it-on, the Governments © i 
Mr. BOLTON> was’ confident “ton: xi ¢ 
expenditure). would be more ei 7 
than. that, spoken of. 
Mr. ANGLIN said the pavple of St. débn - 
were most anxious: that this:matter should — 
be carried out.) The toss«would bear no 
proportion to the igadesigernces that woe } 
be derived. 7 
Mr. MERRITT iranteck that the Giivlent? 
ment would take the matter in hand: and — 
ask an appropriation for: introducing 9a 
system, of storm: signals, He: mentioned — 
an instance in which great advantage’ had — 
been derived fromthe hoisting: of: ‘the 


Dr. SCHULTZ said that Canada’ should 
take up;and follow out) the system coms 
menced, by the United: States; and he»bes’ 
leved the, Americans found great “diffi® 
culty in making their caleulations for — . 
of information from Canada. - Ug 

Mr. MILLS said, that im aymatter of this’ 
kind Canada must act with the United: 
States... The, object was a very important 
one and at a very small charge. He ‘had’ 
conferred: with men in the: United States 
connected with the system of storm signals, 
and. was told that they had great difficulty 
in following up: their calculations by the’ 
want of observations in Canada, and they’ 
urged the, establishment. of: posts im the 
different parts of Canada. hese observa:— 
tions, to be of value, should be: made at. 
the same moment all over the: continent.’ ; 

The motion was carried; | 
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‘the owtlét of Mii 


Rats) sy, Ae 


soc hcebieale pata ge thS aia’ Across | 
Of Mid Fake!’ Catvied. °° 
bis .v1 o SEWING MACHINES. 


ates te eo an’ ‘address’ for a" 


| of thé number of sewing machinds 
| efitéted Ht! the varidtis ports of entry of 


rc fron thé 1st July to the Ist ‘April, 


1 hy Bim 

“Hort “MP. MORNTS Wail the return would 
ch trouble, ‘and’ asked the réason 
Be een ee 

- ‘STIBTON said he ‘believed’ the 
ited States machinés were’ sent in’ at 
uth below ‘the valué, and it was advis: 


_ ablé'that the country should’ ‘be informed 


a 


oe” Se 


ou ‘the imattéer.’ Carried,” 
HO MOles9IGXS SSil & WOlis . 
ence 80) QUEBEC POST OPFICH)O° 
ot 1itisi sd} 28 oa imod 
6c 

the. tenders received, for, the heating, ap 
paratus,,;im) the»,Post. Office, Quebec. 
bas ‘“wtisontos tasissior9 a: : 

“#3 NEW. BRONSWICK SCHOOL LAW, 


“Bitsy ¥ te 

9 MP. COSPI@AN movedan address on the 
stibjectiof | the New Bruihswick school law, 
and ‘praying that the ‘same may be disals 
lowed) “He said that the Catholics of New 
Brunswick had asked for the same ‘rights 
asthe minority of Protestants enjoyed in 
Quebee) but they asked in vain. ‘he 


+t wet cart 
TOT SS0seh\y 


school bill inté¥fered with constitutional 
rights, and 6ught to have been disallowed. 
He maintained! that: whatever rights were | 


enjoyed at Confederation ought to ‘be 
maintained and‘respected; and that at that 
time “the Catholies Wad ‘separate schools. 

°(Mr BELLEROSE, ‘after elainting the in- 
dulgerite Of thé House ‘for’ speaking in 


ish) a latiguage with which he was but 
iit ootive fab : 


e nt, urged that considering 
what hé® beén done for Nova Scotia with 
One-twélfth of the population of ‘the Do~ 
fiiitvion? with référénée | to “the Séhool Act 
of 1871; we Had’ a cise Of the most serious 
chatactér' with (Néw © Brunswick, with one 
third of the population, asking for redress 
—which rédress, “however that Province 


UTA “HOt ety” “New ‘Brunswick had, 


niorédver,’ ‘the’ Adniission of the Prime 
Minister and thirteen metibers of the Ads 
ministration thatthe Selool Act of 1871 in 
New Briinswick mi¢ht act disadvantageous- 


_ lp*to thé" Catholics: It was clearly the 


duty 6f the Govérnnient; after this admis- 
sion, to use aJl Constitutional means to re~ 
nisdy what had beén done, and rectify 
this’ evil' to New Brunswick, and it was not 
aloné from the Catholics of that Province, 
but from Over 4 million of Catholics of the 
cofintry, that a voice was raised for the 
School Avt Of 18T41°'to ‘be disallowed. It 
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Mr,.ROBLE ALLLE moved :an address for | 
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was not a case between Catholicsiand Prox 
testants, but a question of thepublicigood. 
It-was''a question of justice and’ equity 
towards the minority.’ He pressed wpon 
Cathole and Protestant’ members alikeon 
both sides of theHouse that after having 
helped so farin rectifying: the defects of 
this Act ‘int Nova. Seotia,: justice at» least 
should) be done m thisi matter to New 
Brunswick, 

Hony Sir GEO. E. CARTIER: said no! 
doubt the mover was actuated-by the: best 
possible’ motives,° but ‘ifvall the’ wording 
of the address were correct; even.the fate 
of the Catholic’ majority of Quebec would 
have too be: decided by the Dominion Par- 
HKament.» ‘The clauses of the Act:of Cons 
federation had) been “drawn up:atter the 
most mature deliberation; and* with every 
fegard to! the) delicacy’ of the question. 
The caddress’ tended to’ place the 
rights: of ‘thée'»Catholics of the Do» 
minion * np the hands: of a Protestant 
majority,’ Was that right? Was that 

wise? The: Protestants of Lower Cana- 
da had ato cause of complaint, and 
never would have so long as the Catholic 
majority were actuated by the present 
liberal sentiments: but if the motion was 
right -with regard to the Catholic majority 
of New Brunswick, the Protestant minor~ 
ity éf° Lower Canada might come and say 
‘Repeal the last education law passed in 
Québec.” The question of education 
rested entirely with the Local Government 
and yet the hon. member would imply 
that the Dominion Government had power 
‘to deal with the matter, and the member 
for Laval should reflect before assenting to 
such a proposition, for if it were accepted 
all the dangers would arise that were 
sought to be avoided at Confederation. 
In Upper Canada there was secular educa~ 
tion, but there was a secular school system 
where Catholics could be as they liked. 
The proposition went on to say that the 
Roman Catholics could not conscientiously 
pay towards the support of the present 
school. No doubt there was a hardship, 
but if the law was unjust it would not 
last long. In Upper Canada the common 
school was governed by the majority, but 
when the majority raised a certain number 
they had a right to a separate school. In 
Lower Canada both parties paid taxation 
to a common school. The proposition, 
therefore, was not correct. lt went on to 
say that the law was unjust and caused. 
great uneasiness among the Catholics of 
Canada, and might produce great mischief, 
and therefore prayed for the disallowance 
of the bill. If this was affirmed the prins 
ciple must be extended to other Prov- 
inces, and as a Catholic of Lower Canada 
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he could not assent toit. As to the dis— 
allowance, the member for Laval admitted 
that no fault could be found with the de~ 
cision of the Minister of Justice. The 
Government had advised the Gorernor- 
General that the Act could not be dis- 
allowed. He now decided to refer to the 
clauses of the Confederation Act on the 
subject. He quoted the clause giving the 
jurisdiction on matters of education to the 
Local Governments. He had pressed this 
at the time of Confederation because he 
wanted the power to be enjoyed by Ques 
bec. There were conditions that no right 
enjoyed at Confederation should be inter« 
fered with. and that the privileges enjoyed 
by the Catholics in Ontario should be ex- 
tended to the Protestants of Quebec, and 
that any system of separate schools should 
be maintained. 
the latter condition, there was an appeal 
to the Governor in Council, and this was 
because it would not have been right to 


submit the Catholic majority of Quebec to 
the Protestant majority of the Dominion 
Parliament, whereas an appeal to the Gov-~ 
ernor in Council must be settled in a spirit 
of justice with regard to the interests of 
He trusted the mover would 
see the false position in which he had 
It could not be main- 
tained that the repealed law provided se- 
parate schools, and therefore there was no 
room for the disallowance of the repealing 
The power of disallowance lasted 


both bodies. 


placed the matter. 


law. 
for one year. That power had not been 
exercised and could: not now be revived. 
The motion was an attack on the Govern. 
ment, for they had either advised rightly 
or wrongly, and the House could decide 
which. {t was upsetting the basis of res~ 
ponsible Government to ask the House 
to advise the Governor. He deemed the 
motion imprudent and fallacious, but he 
did not blame the mover, for every such 
discussion brought into light the Act of 
Confederation, and he would ask that the 
hon. member would pause before pressing 
the matter and no doubt the discussions 
in that House would have an effect on the 
New Brunswick Government. 

Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne) could un« 
derstand the hesitation of the Govern« 
ment in interfering with the action of a 
Local Government, but there was the re- 
lation of the religious rights of the people, 
The Government stated that they were to 
decide the constitutionality of the acts of 
the Local Governments. Such was not the 
case in the United States or in England, 
and it was unfair that one Legislature 
should be able to declare unconstitutional 
the act of another. As to the question of 
the act affecting the interest of the Domi» 


Hon. Sir G.E.. Cartier. 
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‘In case of infraction of 
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nion, if there was such a question, it must 
surely be Education. Education and res 
ligion were banded together, for religion 
without education was mere bigotry, and 
an attack upon the one was an attack on 
the other. He maintained that an attack 
on the rights of any portion of the people 
was a public evil to the country at large, 
and appealed to the Protestants that if 
the same thing had been done to the Pro. 
testants in Quebec would they not have 
done their utmost to remedy the injustice, 
and he was sure the House in a spirit of 
fairness would support the disallowance 
of the Bill. The Government would not 
refuse to obey the expressed opinion of 
the House, and he asked that the Goya 
ernment would allow a free expression on 
the subject. ‘the Provinces held the same 
position to the Dominion as the latter to 
the Empire. He could not see that the 
principle of the motion in any way com- 
promised the rights of the Catholics of 
Quebec, but supposing Quebec forgot the 
rights of the Protestant minority and 
passed a law similar to that of New Bruns- 
wick, it ought to be disallowed. He ap- 
pealed to the Protestants of Lower Ca» 
nada and to all Protestants to do to the 
Catholics what they would desire the Ca- 
tholics to do to them. He spoke and felt 
warmly on this subject, and the Protestants 
would be ungrateful if they did not assist 
in having the law disallowed. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN spoke at length 
in French, maintaining that the Act being 
iu the jurisdiction of the Local Govern: 
ment, it would be unwise to disallow it: 

Hon. Mr. DORION said the whole argu- 
ment of the Minister of Militia was that the 
principle of the motion would tend to bring 


a ee os, 


the interest of the Catholic majority into — 


the hands of a Protestant Parliament. He 
would appeal to the sense of justice of the 
members of the House, and unless he 
could show that the Catholics of New 
Brunswick had been treated unjustly, he 
would not ask any one to vote for the mo- 
tion. He referred to the state of things 
in New Brunswick before Confederation, 
and maintained that separate schools were 
not mentioned in any law. New Bruns- 
wick had such schools in point of view. 
This law now complained ot destroyed 
these schools, and had been passed for that 
special purpose, whereas the spirit of the 
Act of Confederation was to maintain all 
the rights enjoyed at the time of the Union. 
They were told that the Government were 
to decide as to the point of constitution. 
There were other ways of deciding this, and 
he maintained that the Government ought 
to interfere, fora third of the people of 
New Brunswick had been treated un- 
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_ fairly, and if a religious contention was 
_ roused, the consequence might be serious. 
If the Government had disallowed the 
Act, the New Brunswick Legislature would 
have reconsidered the matter, and might 
have allowed their Act. He maintained 
that under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion which had been framed by the hon. 
gentleman opposite, the subject could be 
properly brought before the House. What 
was good for the Protestant minority in 
the Province of Quebec could not be bad 
for the Catholic minority in New Bruns. 
wick What was wanted in this Dominion 
was that there should be a feeling of per- 
fect equality before the law, and that no 
class of the population should remain un- 
der the belief that its rights were trampled 
upon. If the law of New Brunswick was 
allowed to remain it would create excite- 
ment among the Catholics of that Province 
as well as the Provinces of Quebec and 
Ontario, which might have deplorable 
results. It might lead to such union 
among Catholics, such hostility of class 
against class, as would stop the action of 
the Dominion Government. This was to 
be avoided by all means, and he appealed 
to the House to do its part to avoid such 
undesirable results. The Minister of Mi- 
litia had said let the matter rest and not 
to appeal to a Protestant majority, but he 
‘would confidently appeal to this House, 
trusting to its good sense and justice to 
interfere, as he considered it had a right 
to interfere, for the protection of a mi- 
_ nority in New Brunswick whose rights have 
been set aside and violated. 

Mr. ALUNZO WRIGHT said as a Pro- 
testant representative of a Catholic county 
in Lower Canada, he felt bound to express 
his opinion upon this subject. He had 
been elected by his constituents because 
they believed in his sense of justice, and 
he felt bound, therefore, to raise his voice 
in favour of the motion before the House, 
which, if he understood it rightly, was 
simply to secure for the minority in New 
Brunswick the same rights and privileges 
which were accorded to the minority in 
the Province of Quebec. He adverted 
strongly to the manner in which Protes~ 
tant rights had been acknowledged and 
guarded in the county he represented. He 
did not understand fully the constitu- 
tional point involved in this question, but 
he would be false to his duty as the repre» 
sentative of a tolerant constituency, false 
to the primary instincts of his nature as 
a liberal Protestant, if he failed to give 
his support to a motion the object of 
which was only to confer upon the Ca- 
tholics of New Brunswick what the Ca~ 
tholics of Quebec had cheerfully conceded 
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tothe Protestant minority in that Pro- 
vince. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN was sorry that there 
was necessity for such discussion and that 
a question of this kind had come before 
the House. It was not a correct view that 
the House was called upon to over-ride 
the legislative Acts of New Brunswick. 
All that was desired was that the Govern-~ 
ment should interfere to prevent an act 
of injustice being .done by the simple 
exercise of the veto power. The Catholic 
minority in New Brunswick did not ask 
as much as the hon. gentleman who had 
last spoken would concede them. All 
they wanted was to be restored to the 
position they occupied on the Ist January 
last. The law as it now stood in New 
Brunswick was based upon the principle 
that the child belonged not to the parent 
or the church, but to the State; but sucha 
principle should not be recognized by any 
Christian Legislature. He thought that 
the Dominion were as much responsible 
as any Provincial majority for the condi- 
tion in which the Catholics of New Bruns~ 
wick were placed, for they could have 
prevented wrong being done if they had 
so chosen. If all the ministers had been 
bitter fanatics, they could hardly have 
acted differently trom the manner in which 
they have acted, and although there were 
three Catholics among them, he would ra- 
ther have trusted to a committee com- 
posed wholly of Protestant gentlemen for 
justice and fair play to the Catholics of 
New Brunswick. 


Hon. Col. GRAY moved the adjourn- 
ment of the debate. 


Hon. Mr. DORION urged if the adjourn- 
ment was to be carried, the debate should 
be resumed to-morrow, instead of going 
under the rules for an indefinite period 
when the time might expire within which 
it would be competent for the Govern- 
ment to disallow the law. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said there 
was plenty of time, for the law had a 
month to run yet within which it might 
be disallowed, There was no danger of 
the debate going over to that time. He 
could not consent to resuming the debate 
to.morrow, because opportunity ought to 
be given to members to make themselves 
acquainted with what the law really was. 
He himself could not find a copy of it in 
the library; atd it was the more lms 
portant that the House should have the 
statute before them when the hon. mem- 
ber for Gloucester had misstated its char- 
acter in at least one important particular. 


Hon. Mr. ANGLIN denied that he had 
made any misstatement. He trusted that 
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for Wednesday. ‘4 | 
Hon. Sir JOHN, A. MACDONALD ‘said 
he had no objection ito that. 2 


The, motion |was then carried, and, the 
House adjourned at half-past twelve. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, May.21., } 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at three 
o’clock, : 
After presentation of petitions 


DIVOROE, 


_ Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL, from.the Select | 
Committee, reported that one:of the wit |, 


nesses called to give .evidence respecting 


the divorce case, refused to be sworn. Hé |. 


then moved that Mr. Lount was guilty of 
a breach of the privileges of the House, 
and that he be taken into custody by the 
Gentleman Usher under warrant. of.,the 
Speaker, 


Hon, Mr. LETELLIER DEST, JUSTobe 


jected to the manneriin which the ease had 
been presented to the House, inasmuch 
as the: petition <and: bill hadi been »introe 


duced “by a: member of the «Government, | 
-who:was -also:.chairman: of the Committee, 
which was acting as a judicial) tribunal, « 


He also objected tohaving thease again 
vbrought: up after) it: .had been more than 
once dealt with by the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE took. «similar 


ground, referring to Dodd's Parliamentary ‘ é the Commissioners, who said September. 
| vp one: a4 rh ! ; 


Practice, Vol, 2. 


Hon. Mr ODELL tookoa different view, 
and urged. that such.an: objection ought) to 


shave -been made previously, but: in any heavy. bridging( tunnelling, and’ gt ing 
jon the line, and explained ‘that the Yoad 
owas ‘rapidly drawing %o “completion, as it 


case that was not the: proper ‘stagewat 
‘which to‘bring up such a point. 
Hon. Mr. WILMOT exonerated - the 


chairman from having in any way whatever " 


attempted. to influence the Committee. 

Hon. » Mr. 
House was entirely deviating: from>the 
-actual question under . consideration—the 
‘assertion of the privileges -of >the. Sen- 
ate, 

~“Hon. M. 

did ‘not intend to say that the least undue 
influence was used by the Chairman. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL perfectly under« 
stood that. 


Hon. Mr. ‘LHTELLIER DE Sf. JUST. 


acknowledged the ‘ability of ‘the Postmas. 
ter General ‘to act as’ chairman, but he 
wished ‘to establish « principle in accord- 
ance with ‘the ) usages. ot :the House: of 


flon. Mr. Campbell. 


oy (SEN ADE) 


the debate would be made ‘the first order: | 


»would ibe, andawhen itis, probable such 
portion of the: Railway willibeiopened?: 


was informed.that theiroad willibe: proba 
|v bly-opened early in) July:orAdgust. | ico 


MACPHERSON | said. the |‘ fee" hopes: held owt thatthe litte would 


LETELEIER DE ‘st, 2JUST ; 


Business. IER 


laid jbefore the 


House, giving rea, om why, witness,.refuse 


a 


for, the reasons given... u j 


e 


of the, House — 


magi per 


INT EROOLON A 


}.-HonyMr. BOTSRORD, asked why the | 
‘Intereolonial Railway, between Amherst 
and Truro, was not. opened for traffic! at 


% 


the: time stated by: the Government it 
Hon..Mr. CAMPBELL, replied »thatithe 


Hon Mr. DICKY saidsthat: the Bost- 
master-General wasia month ( earlierVithan 


Hen.) Mr. CAMBPELL--+Thenwwe shad 
better say September... ¢haughters) ei 
Hon,’ “Mr MoLELAN®’ atbided 46°¢he 


wasinearly ready for the'traek, |) 1: 
Hon. Mr. “MACFAREANE® wast! glad to 


be soon opened, 99 10 DOLaW 
Hon. Mr. DICK EY said othe getteraloxx 
pectationof the publiehad’ pdt! been’ sat. 
isfied: but’the difficulty arose “fram the lo- 
cation °of ‘the oroute with whieh the Com. 
missioners had nothing“ todo, ‘He found - 
by the report of! the ‘Commissioners'that 
‘all the money had been paid to contrac 
tors six’ weeks” before for work’ which 
not/nearly completeds§ (ict) oc) 
RY .9f Liv. lao] i if 190l, B 
INDEMNITY, Go 0955 sip 
Hon.'My, CAMPBELL moved ‘the "fola 
lowing resolutions! wor (0 #ilody 
That'the ‘Clerk be instructed to lay ‘before the 


“Was 
J 


91d O 


Dominion 


Se Senate, at the commencement of every session, 
4 a statement of the indemnity and mileage paid to 
Senators for the last session; and until further 
_ orders, to deliver to the Chairman of the Com- 
_ mittee of the House of Commons charged with 
the audit of the Treasury accounts a copy of any 
Such statement, whenever he may deem it ne- 

_ cessary to apply for the same.—(arried. 


QUARANTINE. 


__ On motion of Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL the 
Quarantine Bill was read a third time, 
_ anamendment having been made by the 

Government with the view of preventing 
the introduction of disease by peltries, 
furs, &c., as suggested by one of the mem: 
bers from Manitoba ona previous occasion. 


a RAILWAY BIULL. 


On motion of Hon. Mr, FERRIER, the 
- Grand. Trunk Railway and International 
i Bridge Agreement Bill was read a third 
time. 


wu 


= 
* 


~ DOMINION NOTES. 


‘ | 

‘ The House then went into Committee 

_ on the Dominion Notes Bill.—Hon. Mr. 

_ SHAW in the Chair. 

_ Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that he had 

_ xpressed his opinion on the previous day 

_ when some hon. gentlemen had argued in 

_ fayor of a 40 percent. reserve, that the 

_ Finance Minister was not wedded particu- 
larly to the 20 per cent. He had said so 

___ because he had believed from the Finance 

__ Minister’s remarks elsewhere that he did 

not intend to keep only 20 per cent. 

i‘ but that on the contrary he would always 

keep alarger sum. On consultation with 

the Finance Minister, he had come to the 

conclusion that 35 per cent. would be a 

_ fair sum to have, and accordingly he would 

- move to alter the bill to that effect. Of 
course, the sum in reserve would always, 

_for the reasons he had given on a previous 
day, amount to very little below fifty per 

cent. It should be remembered that the 

_ larger notes issued by the Banks were 
never issued except for gold, and the 

House was only called upon to legislate 

with reference to the small notes ; and as 

_respects the limitation of the issue, he did 

not think it necessary, for the Government 

Be. would only issue the notes through the 

_ banks and could not go beyond the re 

quirements of the country. 

Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON expressed the 
_ gratification he felt at the announcement 
_ of the Postmaster .General. 

Mi Hon. Mr. SANBORN said that it had 

been quite manifest to those engaged in 


4 business throughout the country that there 
* 


had been a great scarcity of notes of a 
_ small denomination. The amendment, 
_however, now proposed, seemed to him to 
_ be rather in the interest of the banks than 
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in that of the public ; for he did’ not see 
that there was to be any security that the 
smaller notes would be put into cireula- 
tion, 

Hon. Mr. TESSIER did not consider 
that the amendment was an improvement, 
so far as the original intention of the Bill 
was concerned. The $9,000,000 provided 
for originally would have been quite suf- 
ficient for general business if the notes had 
been circulated, but the banks had kept 
them locked up hecause they wished to 
give circulation to their own notes of four 
dollars and upwards. The object of the 
present Bill was to remedy this state of 
things, but he did not believe it would be 
accomplished to the extent anticipated. 
If the Finance Minister had been allowed 
to deposit a certain amount of these notes 
with the different’ banks, for which he was 
to receive no interest, then the banks 
would find it to their profit to circulate 
them. On the other hand, if Government 
took away from the banks the interest 
they had in circulating those notes you 
defeated the object of the Bill. The 
double liability of the bank, was a better 
security than the additional ]5 per cent. 
imposed by the amendment. 

Hon. Mr. WARK made some remarks 
but he was only imperfectly heard. 

Hon. Mr. BENSON said that he had 
always been opposed to the principle of 
the Bill—the issue of Dominion notes. 
He had every confidence in the present 
Finance Minister, but we should guard 
against the future in legislating for the 
monetary concerns of the country. He 
did not think the bill was much improved, 
and regretted the issue of notes was not 
limited. 

Hon. Mr. NORTHUP reiterated the 
opinion that the measure would be bene- 
ficial to public of Nova Scotia, inasmuch 
as a large amount of notes would certainly 
go into circulation. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that cer- 
tainly no one could accuse the present 
Finance Minister of a desire of favoring 
Banking institutions. He was sure that 
smaller notes would get into circulation, 
and if any difficulty should arise on ace 
count of, the Banks not lending their 
assistance —he did not apprehend that— 
then the Government would take steps to 
remedy it. 

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON believed that the 
Government had acted prudently in 
meeting the views of hon. gentlemen and 
would be glad were they also to limit the 
issue of the notes. 

After a few remarks 
WILMOT, 

The Bill was passed in Committee, 
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INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


The next order of the day, the Bill to 
repeal the Insolvency Laws (from the 
House of Commons) ,was then taken up. 

Hon. Mr. SANBORN said that, he deem- 
ed it advisable to make a few observations 
in moving the second reading, of a Bill 
which had created a good deal of discus 
sion throughout the country. The Insol.- 
vency laws, as they existed in the, Domi- 
nion of Canada, had been _ in. force for 
three years; and substantially they, were 
in operation since 1864 in. the united 
Province of Canada. It was urged thata 
law regulating the affairs between debtor 
and creditor was necessary for the 
interests of trade and commerce, and 
that it should beof a permanent character. 
That was, however, a subject of debate ; 
no laws in Englaud or the United States 
relative. to bankruptcy had been of a 
permanent character, but liable to change. 
At present the Insolvency laws of England, 
of the United, States, and of France, were 
all widely different from one another ; 
they were based. vpon different principles 
and started from a different, stand point. 
The proposition was laid down in England 
that the object of a bankrupt law is this, 
that you should, as cheaply and, as fairly 
as practicable divide the property of the 
Insolvent among his creditors; but there 
was no recognition whatever of any rights 
on the part of the debtor., In former 
days we had imprisonment for debt in 
Canada; it also. existed in England and 
the United States ; but it had long since 
been repealed and was now. regarded 
as arelic of barbarism. Since the remov- 
al of that law from the Statute Book, a 
very different view has been taken with 
regard to the. treatment which should be 
meted out to those who are unfortunate 
in business. In the United States they 
laid down these principles—that the in- 

tent of a Bankruptcy law is to divide as 
fairly and as speedily as possibly the 
property of an Insolvent among_ his 
creditors, and provide at the same time 
for the relief of the Insolvent, Our law 
went further than either in England or 
the United States, its object, above all 
others, seemed to be to protect the Insol- 
vent. ‘The causes that led to its adoption 
was the state of the country at the time, 
on account of a panic which had left many 
persons embarrassed ; and it became neces- 
sury to enact a law to afford relief to such 
individuals, and enable them to start 
anew. The law was really intended to 
deal with a temporary state of things; it 
relieved the paities in question, and he 
was not prepared to say that it was not 
advisable to legislate for them; but it 
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should be remembered that the law was 
intended for an exceptional order of cir- 
cumstances and ought not to bear general 


application, when those circumstances no 


longer existed. It had been urged in the 
press and elsewhere that the hostility to 
the law emanated ‘chiefly from that much 
abused class—the legal profession; but 
so far as it was concerned, it was really 
divided on the question. In need not be 
urged that any measure which led to com- 
plications and disputes, was really an ad- 
vantage to the profession. Now the In. 
solvency law was really of a hybrid 
character—not calculated to be permanent 
nor to be incorporated into our jurispru- 
dence. It has been fraught with resulis 
to the whole country injurious in the 
extreme. He denied that the principal 
opposition came from the rural districts ; 
for he found that the gentlemen who 
came from the cities were as much divided 
in opinion as members of the legal prox 
fession. He found that the mercantile 
community in the cities was divided ; for 
instance, he had before him a petiton 
from the largest city of the Dominion, 
containing seventy names of wholesale 
dealers in favour of the repeal of the law. 
He knew from personal intercourse with 
Montreal merchants that many of them 
are decidedly opposed to the statute— 


; 
z 
z 
, 
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that they have as hearty an aversion toit — 


as any class of persons in the country. He 
was aware that some Boards of Trade had 


given an opinion in favor of the continu. — 


ance of the law, subject to amendment, 


but on looking into the matter he saw ’ 
that the Dominion Board of Trade were — 
actually divided on the question. The © 


majority favored the law when amended, 


‘while a minority of 13 voted for its repeal. — 
He maintained that the rural districts — 
had a right to speak ona question of this © 
kind, for they were the feeders of our — 


commerce, ‘ihe retail business stimulated 


our trade, and acted a very important — 


part in working out the prosperity of the 
country. The retailers were the small 
rills running 1 the rivers, which flow 
steadily onward and make up the great 
ocean of commerce. He referred to the 
evils arising from certain unscrupulous 
traders who manage somehow to get 
goods on credit, and come into the rural 


districts to compete with legitimate trade. — 


They would sell their goods at a price no 


honest trader could put theirs at; and 


after a few years, when the wholesale 


: 
: 
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dealer was becoming impatient for pay- — 
ment, they would say:—‘‘If you do not ce 
press me, I will pay you, but otherwise I¢ 


must go into bankruptcy.” 
at last would be compelled to force pay- 


The merchant — 


F 


TT 


ment, would enter judgment, and the 
whole matter would get into the hands of 
the official assignees, and no end of exx 
pense would follow, while the goods would 
be sold at auction, again to the injury 
of legitimate traders, The wholesale mer 
chant certainly gained no benefit from such 
a state of things; on the contrary, he 
would get perhaps 10s. to the pound, or 
58, but more generally nothing. The first 
object, of legislation should be to promote 
the legitimate trede of the country, and 
in that way advance the welfare of society 
at large. 
_ The hon, gentleman here went on to 
refer to the experience ot England with 
respect te Bankrupt Laws, and the frauds 
that arose under the old system. The pre- 
sent law, he said, was enacted in 1869, and 
did not recognize the principle of official 
assignment; but the creditor could put 
the insolvent into bankruptcy under cer- 
tain circustances. The bankrupt could 
not get his discharge unless he paid 10s. to 
the pound, and that discharge need not 
necessarily be final; and in this connec- 
tion he cited a number of facts to illus~ 
trate the working of the present law in 
England. Now, he continued, it was 
urged that 1f we swept away the regulas 
tions now in force in this country we 
would throw open the door to fraud, and 
disorganize trade, and that it was more ex~ 
pedient to amend the law; but to that 
argument he must reply at once chat the 
_law was not susceptible to amendment. 
The experience of the past, here and in 
England, went to show that it is an ex- 
ceedingly difficult thing to deal with the 
question, and that it is dubious whether a 
permanent bankruptcy law is desirable. 
So far as the present Act was concerned, 
it was justly complained that it was not 
under proper surveillance, that it did not 
come within the jurisdiction of the courts 
in such a way as to be carried out satisfac« 
torily. The fact.was, as he stated pre- 
viously, that it was a hybrid, system; a 
large portion of .the law was 
accomplished outside of the courts, 
in a very . unsatisfactory way. 
One of the most prominent Assignees of 
the city of Montreal, was now bound over 
to answer to a charge of forgery; his 
apology is that he has not done anything 
more than the other assignees have been 
accustomed to do, and that he has been 
acting in the interests of the public, 
- Under such circumstances it. was easily 
seen that there was no security for the 
_ publicin the system, inasmuch as it was 
not under the supervision of a properly 
qualified tribunal, but was carried out by 
persons of no responsibility. The law was 
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not adapted to the circumstances of Que- 
bec any more than it appeared to be suited 
to the whole Dominion. Inasmuch as it 
could not be made to work satisfactorily 
as a uniform law, it was best to sweep it 
off the statute book altogether. Then, 
if there seemed to be a necessity for it, 
we could endeavour to mature a more sa-~ 
tisfactory system for the arrangement of 
matters between debtor and creditor, so 
that justice should be done to all 
parties—a system which would be in 
harmony with the general jurisprudence 
of the provinces, and in accordance with 
the commercial interests of the whole Dos 
minion. 

On motion of Hon. Mr. SANBORN, 
seconded by Hon. Mr, LETELLIER DE 
ST. JUST, it was 

Ordered,— That further debate on the 
said motion be postponed until to-mor- 
row. 

A message was brought from the House 
of Commons with the following Bills: 

An Act to amend the Act respecting the 
Statutes of Canada. 

An Act to incorporate the Canadian 
Railway Equipment Company. 

An Act to amend the Act respecting the 
Civil Service of Canada. 

An Act respecting the Public Debt, and 
the raising of Loans authorised by Parlia~ 
ment. 

‘he House then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Orrawa, Tuesday, May 21, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3:20 
.m. - 
After routine business. 
SUPERIOR BANK. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK ir.troduced a bill to 
incorporate the Superior Bank of Canada. 
Read a first time. 


THIRD READINGS. 
he following Government bills were 
read a third time and passed : Aye 
Bill to amend the Government Savings 
Bank Act, cap. 6, of Statutes of 1871. 
Bill entitled an Act respecting the pub« 
lic debt, and the raising of loans author- 
ized by Parliament. 
THE TREATY BILL. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
the House into Committee on the bill to 


‘give effect to the Treaty of Washingfon. 


The motion was carried, and the House 


went into Committee, Mr. Street in the 


chair, 
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The bill was adopted without discussion, 
and the Committee rose and reported. 

The bill was then read a third time and 
passed. 


BANKS AND BANKING, 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House into Committee on the Bill to cor- 
rect a clerical error in the Act relating to 
Banks and Banking, and to amend the 
said Act. The motion was carried, and 
the House went mto Committee, Mr. 
Gibbs in the chair. 

The bill was adopted without amend- 
ment, and the committee reported, where~ 
upon the bill was read a third time and 
passed, under the title of ‘*An Act to 
amend the Act relating to Banks and 
Banking.” 


TEA AND COFFEE DUTIES. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House into Committee of the Whole to 
consider the following resolution :— 

‘That it isexpedient that all the duties 
of customs, whether specific or ad valorem, 
now payable on tea and coffee, should be 
repealed upon, from and after the first 
day of July next, provided that tea or 
coffee in the original packages in which it 
was imported may be re-bonded and ware- 
housed at any time before the twentieth 
day of June next, and that when so 
bonded and warehoused the amount of 
the specific duty paid on such tea or coffee 
shall be repaid to the owner as a draw- 
back.” | 

The motion was carried, and the House 
went into committee, Mr. Cartwright in 
the chair. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said that 
on a former occasion he had stated the 
reasons which had induced the Govern- 
ment to propose the repeal of these 
duties. It would be almost impossible 
with our extended frontier to collect 
duties upon tea and coffee in the face of 
the fact that the United States were ad- 
mitting thosearticles free. 1t was proposed 
to bring the law repealing the duties into 
Operation upon the same day that the 
repeal took effect in the United States, 
and notice had accordingly been given by 
the Government in order that the trade 
might be prepared for the change. Very 
strong remonstrances had, however, been 
addressed to different members of the 
Government from Montreal, Toronto, and 
other places, in regard to the hardship 
that would probably be experienced by 
dealers in tea and coffee who had stocks 
and their duty paid, and suggestions had 
been made as to modes which would 
afford relief to those parties. The Goy- 
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ernment felt that it would be quite im- 
possible to undertake to refund all the © 
duties that had been paid in every case, — 
but, after fully considering the matter, 
they had decided to allow parties to rex 
bond their tea and coffee, and recover the © 
specified duties they had paid, but not 
the ad valorem duties. (Hear, hear.) He 
had reason to believe that this would 
afford a very great measure of relief to 
the trade. The Government allowed par— 
ties engaged in it tore bond thsir goods 
at any time up to within ten days of the 
period when ihe law would come _ into 
force, and upon placing the goods in bond 
they would receive the specific duties they 
had already paid. He thought this a rea- 
sonable concession to make to the holders ; 
of tea and coffee, and one which should ‘ 
commend itself to the favourable consix — 
deration of the House. (Hear, hear.) ; 
With this explanation he trusted the reso- q 
lution would be carried. z 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked the hon. ~ 
gentleman if he could state the approxi : 
mate quantity of tea and coffee at present — 
in the country. 4 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it would — 
be quite impossible to make a trustworthy _ 
estimate. ‘ 
Mr. WORKMAN was very glad to hear — 
the announcement that had been made by _ 
the Finance Minister. He had had inters — 
views with the hon. gentleman upon this — 
question, many of his constituents in — 
Montreal having urged upon him the nex 
cessity of devising some means tor the re- _ 
lief of parties holding large stocks of tea, — 
and he was happy to say that the hon. q 
gentleman, as well as the Minister of — 
Customs, had met him with great courtesy 
and an anxiety to do all in their power to 
settle such a difficult question. The plan 
that had been adopted would, he (Mr. 
Workman) thought, meet the wishes of 
these parties to a considerable extent. It 
was not all that some of them wished; 
but, under the circumstances, it was quite — 
as much as could reasonably have been — 
expected. (Hear, hear.) There was one 
point in regard to which he would like to 
be informed; whether parties who had 
purchased tea in bond in Montreal and — 
paid duties elsewhere would have to go to 
Montreal to be refunded. The case of — 
his hon. friend from Prince Edward was _ 
One in point. He had purchased in Mons — 
treal, and the question was whether he 
would be allowed to resbond in Picton — 
and receive the duty there. a 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS—Yes; — 
wherever there is a custom House the — 
parties will be allowed to rexbond there. 
Mr. WORKMAN thought that conces- 
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38 sion would meet the wants of the trade 
_ and cause general satisfaction. 

_ Mr. MACDOUGALL (South Renfrew) 
e asked whether’ the Finance Minister 
te 

“ 


would propose any means to increase the 
_ revenue in order to make up the loss sus- 
_ tained by the repeal of these duties, either 
__ by increasing existing duties or imposing 
new ones. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS  repliea— 
_ Most certainly not this session. If he 
had had any such intention he would have 
considered himself bound to declare it at 
the time when he had given notice of 
_ these resolutions. He would then have 
_ stated that it was the intention to make 
_ changes in the tariff, so that there would 
_ ‘have been no room for misunderstanding 
on the subject. It had, however, been 
_ impossible for the Government entirely to 
prevent misunderstanding in regard to it, 
_ for he had reason to believe that in 
_ Toronto and other places, about the time 
he had brought down his resolution, per- 
sons had hastened to pay duties on articles 
in bond, such as tobacco, in the expecta. 
tion that the Government would place 
_ additional duties upon them this ses- 
sion. Indeed there had even been 
~ rumours which might be traced to hostile 

sources, that the Government had advised 
or influenced their friends to withdraw 
" these goods from bond in advance; but he 
need hardly say there had been no foun- 
dation for such stories whatever. Those 
persons had acted entirely upon the ima- 
ginations of ‘their own heads, in the 
belief that something would be done by 


ty 
- 


had no intention of doing. [Hear, hear.] 
Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE—That is the 
effect of having an evil reputation. 
- [Laughter} 

Mr. T. R, FERGUSON said he might be 
wrong, but he had understood that it 
; was the intention of the Finance Minister 
to readjust the tariff. 

' Hon. E. B. WOOD—Quite the contrary. 
t 

‘ 

t 


“ous 


He understood from the telegraphic re- 
_ ports of what the hon. gentleman had 
said that there was to be no readjustment. 
+ Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he 
had announced positively and distinctly 
that it was not his intention. 

_ Mr. FERGUSON had understood that 
_ when the Government proposed in the first 
place to take off these duties, they would 
- propose others to make up for the loss of 
revenue. (Cries of ‘‘ No, no.’’) 

Mr. WORKMAN said there was another 
point in regard to which it was desirable 
to have an explanation. It was whether 

the ten per cent. extra duty which the 
' United States imposed upon tea imported 


, 


~~ 


PR ae LOR SS SP Ta 


[May 21, 1872,] 


_ the Government, which the Government 


Duties. 422 
from places west of the Cape of Good 
Hope would be retained? It might be 
proper for the Finance Minister to state 
Officially whether he had made enquiries 
upon that point at Washington, and if 80, 
the result of them. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he 
had taken pains to ascertain from the 
best sources at Washington what the effect 
of the law would be with regard to that 
charge of ten per cent., and he had found 
that after the first of July, there would 
be no duty whatever imposed upon tea 
and coffee. 

Mr. BODWELL said he had an amenda- 
ment to move of which he had given no. 
tice. It appears that the hon. gentleman 
had a large surplus this year, amounting 
to more than three millions. The reduc- 
tim of taxation proposed by the resolu- 
tion amounted to $1,209,166. ‘The amount 
of duty collected on tea last year was $1, 
175,315, and on coffee $51,851, making 
together the sum he had stated. The rea 
mission of these duties, provided the 
revenue would continue the same as last 
year, would still leave a surplus of more 
than a million and a half of dollars. 
While he was gratified that the Finance 
Minister had been able to make a reduc: 
tion in the taxation of the country, he 
thought the state of the finances would 
admit of a still greater reduction. He 
proposed, therefore, to amend the resolu- 
tion by inserting the word “rice” after 
‘‘tea and coffee.’ The article of rice 
produced a revenue last year of $54,000. 
That was quite a large item, but if the 
duty were repealed it would not seriously 
affect the surplus upon which the hon. 
gentleman calculated. The duty atforded 
no protection incidental or otherwise to 
manufactures in this country, while in ad- 
dition to that consideration it was an im~ 
post upon a prime article of food consum« 
ed by the people. Rice was an article of 
luxury for the poor man; it entered 
largely into the consumption of the 
country, and he could see no reason for 
taxing it, when it could not be made to 
appear that the revenue derived from it 
was necessary, and that the wants of the 
Government required that taxation should 
be imposed upon articles of utility in 
common use. It was certainly not a pro- 
tective duty and could not be required in 
that sense, ’ 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
hon. gentleman was mistaken in suppos- 
ing that there would still be a large sur-.. 
plus after the tea and coffee duties were 
repealed. It was not to be expected that 
the enormous increase of revenue this 
year would be continued. He (Sir Francis) 
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had calculated that, after taking off these 
duties, there would be a deficiency, 
though not a large one, next year, and 
considering that Parliament would meet 
again in eight or nine months—some 
months before the close of the fiscal year 
—there would be time for the Govern- 
ment to reconsider the whole question of 
the tariff. He did not think, when they 
bore in mind the vast engagements which 
the country had undertaken, that it 
would be possible with safety to resist 
any further duties than he had proposed, 
It was quite impossible, at this late period 
of the session, to take into consideration 
the question of revising the tariff, and he 
thought this was a sufficient reason for 
not pressing any general reduction of 
taxation, especially when the Government 
was prepared to take so much off. He 
confessed that he was astonished at the 
proposition to repeal the duty on rice, 
coming from so advanced a free trader as 
the hon. member for South Uxford. Ac- 
cording to the school of economists with 
which that hon. member was in sympathy, 
rice, being an article which was not pro- 
duced in the country was one from which 
it was proper that a revenue should be 
raised. He [Sir Francis] was aware that 
the protectionists’ theory was that it was 
articles of this description that should be 
admitted free, while taxes should be 
imposed upon those which entered into 
competition with our own productions. 
The hon. gentleman, however, who pro- 
fessed to hold free trade doctrines, was now 
found to be going entirely beyond the Gov- 
ernment, and he (Sir Francis) thought he 
had reason to be astonished, remembering 
the character of the hon. gentleman, that 
he should have come forward with this 
proposition. The amount of duty derived 
from rice was $54,000, and he (Sir Francis) 
did not think the Government was in a 
position to dispense with that sum, It 
was doing uncommonly well in taking du-~ 
ties off tea and coffee, and he thought that 
the reduction of duties on rice and other 
articles might well wait the re-adjustment 
of the tariff which would he necessary 
next session. 

Hon. Mr, MACKENZIE pointed out that 
it was one of the arguments of free trax 
ders in England thatall duties upon bread- 
stuffs, which constituted such a large part 
of the food of the people, should all] be 
removed. The article of rice was in the 
nature of breadstuff. It entered largely 
into the consumption of the country and 
was essentially an article of food. Free 
traders had always been in favour of cheap 
food, and the hon. member for South UOx~ 
ford was not, therefore, opposing a free 
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trade doctrine, when he proposed to take 
this duty off. 

Mr. WORKMAN thought the Govern- 
ment had already made as large reduc- 
tions as the revenue could well afford. — 
He confessed he would rather that rice — 
had not been taxed at all; but considered — ; 
that, as a million and a "quarter had al- 
ready been struck off, the House ought to. 
be satisfied. He hoped the hon. member | i 
would withdraw his amendment. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS presumed — 
the hon. gentleman had accomplished his — 
object in bringing his motion before the — 
House and Government, and that he would — 
now withdraw it. 

Mr. E. B, WOOD, before the amendment! 
was withdrawn, would like to understand ~ 
if the Finance Minister was taking the 
duties off tea and coffee because they were : 
articles which were not produced in this — 
country, or whether it was a matter of new — 

cessity because they had been taken off in 
the United States, Itseemed to him, not- : 
withstanding all that had been said and — 
written about the rival doctrines of free 
trade and protection, that the problem — 
was not yet settled whether or no free © 
trade, as expounded in the light of the © 
observations of the Minister of Finance, 
wasa correct theory. It had been stated 
that the United States had surround 
themselves with a Chinese wall of proteca 
tion, and the alarm had been sounded F 
that in that country they were on the eve 
of a great commercial crisis. It had been 
stated also, that they had been ruined by 
the policy of protection; that their com- 
merce had been destroyed, and their ships 
driven from the sea, 

Mr. WORK MAN—So they have. 

Mr. WOOD could not see that there 
was an absolute loss, even although the 
foreign trade should have fallen off when 
the domestic commerce of the country 
had so largely increased. He could not 
understand that the traffic which was car- 
ried on in ships was an indication of the 
wealth of the nation. As far as his knows 
ledge enabled him to determine the whole > 
question of free trade and protection, as 
expounded by the Minister of Finance, 
was a matter that had still to be solved. 
Why, what had they seen? They had seen 
France from free trade resorting to pro+ 
tection, and it had been stated that, under — 
such stimulus, no country in the world — 
had ever exhibited such recuperative x 
powers after an exhaustive struggle as : 
that country. They had been told, too, 
that in the United States the whole mas % 
chinery of commerce was liable to a sud- S 
den collapse, because of a commercial — 
system they had adopted ; but in opposi- 


: 


_ tion to that statement it was seen that 
_ they were rapidly paying off their public 
debt, importing largely of the commodi- 
ties of other countries, extending their 
_ empire over this continent, and prospering 
in every direction. Before he was prex 
pared to receive, therefore, the theories 
_ Of free traders, he thought it should be 
shown that the poor man would not re- 
ceive benefit by taking the duties of those 
articles which were not produced in the 
country, and thereby affording what had 
been so much sneered at as the ‘‘inci« 
dental protection of our manufactures,’’ 
_ (Hear, hear.) 
_ Hon. Sir F. HINCKS reminded his hon. 
friend opposite that he had expounded 
no doctrines of free trade or protection 
at all. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—Ycu have given 
up all that. 
Hon, Sir F. HiNCKS—AII he had stated 
_-was that free traders as a rule were in 
favour of levying duties on articles which 
were not produced in the country; while 
_ protectionists favoured the taxing of ar- 


ticles which entered into competition with 
__ those produced in the country. Then as 


_ to the question the hon. member had put, 


why these duties had been taken off by the 


_ government, he (Sir Francis) thought it was 
_ enough to decrease the tuxation of the 
_ country as much as he had, without enter- 


ing into the reasons for lessening the bur- 


den. (Hear, hear.) 
_ Mr. MILLIS said that, when the Finance 


_ Minister proposed the duty on rice, it was 
in the interest of parties in the country 


_who owned mills for the preparation of 


_ barley, which they thought would be used 


as a substitute for rice. The object was 


to reduce the consumption of rice, and to 


_ bring barléy into use in its stead. The 


hon. gentléman would see, therefore, that 
the principle of protection was involved 
in the duty. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS could assure 
_ the hon. gentleman that he was mistaken. 
_ He (Sir Francis) was responsible for the 


duty on rice, having proposed it when the 
necessities of the country required all the 
revenue that could be raised. The only 
object the Government then had in view 


_ was to procure revenue, not to promote 


protection. He was not aware that there 


_ was any person interested in barley who 


desired 'a duty to be placed upon rice, nor 


- did he think that the consumption would 


be materially affected by duty. The object 


the Government had in view at the time 


iad been accomplished. A revenue was 


. 


= 


_ obtained from rice without bearing heavily 
upon the people ; and he was not desirous 


aS that it should now be decreased. 


es PS 
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Mr. BUDWELL thought the Finance 
Minister had misapprehended what he had 
said. He had stated that rice was an 
article which entered largely into the food 
of the people ; that to the poor man it was 
an article of luxury, one of the few luxur.~ 
ies in which he indulged, and that, there- 
fore, it was not an article upon which 
there should be a heavy tax. As for what 
the hon. gentlemen had just said about his 
free-trade views, there was also a misap- 
prehension. He(Mr. Sodwell) had always 
been in favor of raising the revenue in 
such a way as to affect incidental protection 
to the manufactures of the country, and 
certainly the taxation of rice had no effect 
in that direction. The duty of one cent 
per pound amounted to twenty-five or 
thirty per cent. on the value of the article, 
and there was none would could less afford 
to pay so high a revenue. [Cries of 
‘‘question.”’] He had no desire to press 
his motion to a division. 


Mr. GIBBS hoped the hon. member 
would withdraw his motion after the ex- 
planation of the Finance Minister. When 
the question of revising the tariff came up 
in the future, that would be the proper 
time to deal with this matter, and at pre- 
sent the reason given by the Finance 
Minister ought to satisfy every one, whet- 
her he was favorable to the repeal of the 
duty or not. 


Mr. DeCOSMOS said there was a point 
connected with this question which was of 
peculiar interest to the. people on the 
Pacific coast. In the countries along that 
coast they had a large population whose 
food was composed chiefly of rice, and the 
imports of that articie annually amounted 
to about thirteen million pounds. Now, 
in the public works which would soon be 
undertaken in British Columbia, Chinese 
labour would probably have to be employ 
ed instead of European, and it would be 
necessary to retain the present duty in 
order to reach a class of population that it 
was impossible to reach by the ordinary 
means of taxation. With ‘respect to the 
statement that no additional taxation 
would be imposed this year, he was sorry 
for it, speaking from a British Columbia 
stand point. He hoped that something 
would have been done for the # gricultural 
interest of the Dominion; but, as the 
ministry had decided not to take up that 
question this year or impose any new 
duties on articles which now contributed 
no revenue, he was prepared to support 
the resolution in the hope that next ses- 
sion they would be able to propose some 
plan by which the agricultural interests 
would secure a fair share of protection like 
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the other interests of the country. (Hear, 
hear.) . ; 

The amendment was then withdrawn, 
the resolution was adopted, and the com. 
mittee rose. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS introduced 
a bill tounded on the resolution, which was 
read a second time. 


SUPPLY. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House into Committee of Supply. The 
motion was carried, and the House went 
into Committee, Mr. Stephenson in the 
chair. 

Un the item for officers of Assistant Re- 
ceivers General. 

Hon. Su FRANCIS HINCKS explained 
the necessity of this new branch of the 
service, 


Mr. WORKMAN objected that the rez : 


muneration allowed to the 
agency was not adequate to the respon-~ 
sibility. 

Mr. MACDONALD (Glengarry) said that 
if the Finance Minister thought the amount 
sufficient, no doubt it was. 

Mr. DORION thought that if the service 
could be performed at Montreal for $5,000 
that amount should be sufficient elses 
where, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it was 
found undesirable to establish a separate 
agency of the Government in. Montreal as 
was done in Toronto, and in the latter 


place the profit was derived from the | 
Savings’ Bank branch, which was not the 


case in Montreal. 

Mr. ANGLIN asked the reason of the 
large charge at Halifax—s10,500—ana 
also how the matter stood at St. John. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said that at 
Halifax, in addition to the Savings’ Bank, 
and the Assistant Receiver-General, there 
was the office of Auditor, The only new 
vote was as respects the Savings’ Bank, 
which was a very important institution. 

Mr. ANGLIN said there was also an 
Auditor at St. John. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether | 
four thousand dollars was the amount re- | 


quired for the salary of the Savings’ Bank 
agent at Halifax, 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said there was no 
change in the expenses of the Savings 
Bank, which was formerly under Governs 
ment control, 

Mr, JONES (Halifax), said the point 
was that there was an increase of $4, 000, 
and it was desirable to know the cause of 
such increase, 

Hon. Sir KRANCIS HINCKS said he 


would give jull explanation on concur- 
rence. 


Mr. DeCosmos. 


Montreal | 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE referred to the 
charges for Manitoba and British Colum- 
bia, and thought them very large in pro- 
portion te the business that would be done. — 

Hon. Sir Fk ANCIS HINCKS said when — 
British Columbia came into the union, the — 
Savings Banks were In existence and had — 
tobe taken over. In Manitoba there was 
every prospect of a very satisfactory busi. 
ness. 5 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that on — 
coucurrence there should be a statement — 
of parties employed and their salaries. 4 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS agreed to 
furnish this. 

On the item for the Department of 
Militia and Defence, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether — 
the increase was merely under the operas — 
tion of the Civil Service Act. a 

Hon. Sir GEO. CARTIER replied in the 
affirmative, ; 
On the item for the Finance Depart- — 
ment, ‘ 
Hon Mr, MACKENZIE asked the mean- 
ing of the increase. ; 

_ Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINOKS said there — 
was an additional clerk in the Savings’ — 
Bank Branch, and the remainder was — 
under the Civil Service Act. ; 

On the item for the Post Office Depart-— 
ment, 

Mr. YOUNG asked the meaning of the 
increase. 2 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said as new 
provinces came in the service had to be — 
extended. 

_Mr. YOUNG thought the discrepancy 
between the revenue and expenditure 
was too great. . q 

On the item for the Department of 
Agriculture, 7 

Hon. Mr, MACKENZIE asked the mean: 
ing of the item of $6,000 for re-~organizing ~ 
the Department. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS explained 
that the Minister of Agriculture desired 
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but the Government desired that he should — 
not do so until authorized by Parliament. — 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought it was 
asking too much, and hoped the item 
would not pass without full explanation, 
The item was allowed to stand. 
On the Treasury Board item, 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said it was prom: — 
ised last year that there should be no — 
double salaries, 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he did 
not remember the promise. The ‘l'reasury 
Board was organized under a specific act, 
and he did not see how the matter could 
be changed. The appointment was in 
existence when he took office. 


The 


_ Subsequently, on Mr. Pope being pre- 
sent, the item for the Department of 
Agriculture was resumed. 

_ Hon. Mr. POPE explained that the in- 
‘crease Was necessary in order to a proper 
“arrangement on the immigration and stax 
tistical branches. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought more 

explicit information ought to be given. 
_ Hon. Mr POPE said it was necessary 
that the matter of statistics should be 
_ taken up by the Dominion Government 
instead of being left to the different Pros 
_ vinces. The matter was most important, 
the subject and carry it out as econos 
; mically as possible. The change in the 
immigration branch was very necessary. 

Hon, Mr, MACKENZIE said that for all 
this the amount asked was too little. 
4 had pressed the importance of vital sta- 
_ tistics on the Government betore without 
effect. | 

Hon. Mr. POPE said he might ask for an 
_ additional vote in the supplementary esti. 
Be aates. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the matter 
could not be done without statutable 
authority. The system in Ontario was a 
good one, but there ought to be a uniform 
_ system of collecting vital statistics through- 
d out the Dominion. In Quebec the system 
_ Was not correct, and the same he believed 
to be the case in Nova Scotia. There 
ought to be a stated scheme in this mat~ 
ter, and he would give his utmost assist- 
ance, 


_ Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD was sure 
the Minister of Agriculture was much 
obliged for the kind offer of the member 
for Lambton, The Department had full 
power and right to collect the statistics 
‘in question under the British North Ame- 
‘ica Act, as a matter of necessity to tha 
well-being of the country. 
_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said there was 
‘no such power, and the hon. gentleman 
had previously admitted it. 
_ Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
what he had previously maintained was 
that the Government had no power to col- 
lect the statistics through officers of the 
Local Government, 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said that in Que- 
bec there was the best material for vital 
Statistics in the world. 


_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had con- 
sidered that the Ontario plan was com« 
lete, not the statistics themselves. The 
uebee system gave no particulars of the 
uses of death, and was therefore incom- 
lete. The Dominion ought to be a com~ 
ylete one. Whether the hon. gentleman 
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and he intended to int:oduce a system on | 
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sneered or not he [Mr. Mackenzie] would 
do all he could to assist the matter. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
hewas not aware he had used any offen. 
sive remark. He referred to the Act in. 
corporating the Department of Agriculs 
ture, which gave full power for the Object 
contemplated. . 

Hon. Mir. MACKENZIE said they did not 
want any such school-boy explanations as 
that, and the hon. gentleman need not 
loose his temper, (Laughter. ) 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said the member 
for Lambton had no temper to loose. 
(Laughter. ) 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER complained of the 


'Mmember for Lambton disparaging Nova 


Scotia ia this matter. Ontario had copied 


_ the system of Nova Scotia. 
He | 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had 


| termed Nova Scotia the best system. 


Hon. Dr. TUPPER understood the hon. 
gentleman to term the system of Nova 
Scotia worthless; whereas, Nova Scotia 
had taken the lead in the matter, and had 
brought it up to a high state of perfection. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had 
made no such statement ; but he supposed 
the hon. gentleman was speaking for the 
benefit of some Nova Scotian friend in the 
House. He then referred to an account 
in the Colonist, which he termed the paper 
of the President of the Council, respects 
ing his actionin the Committee on Public 
Accounts, and which he said was utterly 
incorrect. . 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said he would ask 
the member for Lambton for his authority 
for calling this newspaper his (Dr. Tup- 
per’s.) He had not a shadow of founda- 
tion for such a statement. He (Dr, Tup- 
per) never had one farthing’s interest in 
the paper, and not a line of telegraphic 
information had been sent to it by him or 
with his knowledge. He was glad to have 
this opportunity of dealing with the mat- 
ter. The statement in question was that 
the paper represented that the member 
for Lambton endeavoured to bring up 
matters before the Committee on Public 
Accounts in reference to business trans- 
actions between Nova Scotia and the Dos 
minion which Nova Scotia herself had 
never brought, and to press on certain 
counties of that Province claims for 
money due to the Government, which the 
Government of Nova Scotia had never 

sought to press. When the subject was 
brought up in Committee, he (Dr. ‘'upper) 
stated that to his knowledge there was no 
correspondence on the subject, and there 
the matter ended. He had no more to do 
with what appeared in the paper than the 
hon, member for Lambton had. 
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vty, JONES (Halifax), said the states 
ment in question was a mere carrying out 
of a system of misrepresentation ia the 
Lower Provinces now in force respecting 
the action of the member for Lambton. 
Anattempt was being made to convey to 
the people of Nova Scotia the impression 
that ihe Opposition desired to oppose 
every measure brought forward by the 
Government in the interest of Nova 
Scotia. No one would bear out the states 
ment of the President of the Privy Couns 
cil, as to the st:tement he attributed to 
the member for Lambton respecting the 
statistical system of Nova Scotia. Although 
that system was not perfect, there was the 
foundation for a perfect system. The 
President of the Council was aot correct 
io what he attributed to the member for 
Lambton in the Committee on Public 
Accounts. 

Hon. Dr. {UPPER said the member for 
Lambton would not deny that he had 
brought up in committee claims for right 
of way which had been paid by the Gov- 
ernment of Nova Scotia, and was a charge 
against the counties 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said when he 
brought the matter up he knew sothing 
of the particulars of the matter, but had 
seen a statement of such a claim in a 
newspaper. 

Mr. JONES (Halifax) said the President 
of the Council should have informed hims 
self on the subject before stating that 
there was no correspondence on the subs 
ject. He (Mr. Jones) had papers in his 
pocket showing the action that hid taken 
olace on the subject. 

Hon Dr. TUPP&R said be had merely 
stated that to his knowledge there was no 
such correspondence. 

{t being six o’clock, the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The House again went into Committee 
of Supply, Mr. Stephenson in the chair. 

On item of $20,000 for the Administra~ 
tion of Justice in Manitoba, the North- 
west Territory, and British Columbia. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked for infor-~ 
mation as to the courts that had been 
organized . 

Hon, Sir GEO. E CARTIER said that 
\Mianitob» had passed an act organizing a 
court for that province, consisting of three 


judges: and the Minister ot Justice was 


about to bring in a bill to fix their salaries. 
On the item for the maintenance ct Do- 
minton police, $25,000. 
Hon. Mr MACKENZIE objected that 
there was not now the same necessity that 
existed for the motion, for the mainten- 


Mr. Jones. 
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ance of the peace should devolve on ths 
Local Government. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
since the cessation of Fenian raids the 
strength of the force had been diminished, e 
but the force was still considered a neces-~ 
sity. There were some twelve or fourteen 
men employed about the Parliament . 
Buildings, and others in different parts of 
the Domunion, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
apy portion of the money was paid to par- 
tics beyond the frontier. 

Hon. Sir G“ZORGE CARTI“R—No; he 
believed not. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
any one had been appointed to succeed 
Mr. McMicken, and in whose hands was 
the control of the force. 

Hon. Sir FRANCOIS HINCKS said the 
force was under the control of the Deputy 
Minister of Justice, but no successor had 
been appointed to Mr. McMicken. 

On the item for Observatories at Kings- 
ton, Toronto, &e., 

Mr. MILLS asked whether any reports 
had been obtained from the parties in 
charge of the observatories. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said. this could be 
found on reference to the report of the 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. JONES (Halifax) desired again to 
press on the Government the necessity of 
a system of storm signals. 

Hon. Dr TUPPER said the Government 
intended to render the system as perfect 
as possible, and they had doubl.d the 
appropriation for that purpose. In view 
of the expression of opinion of the House, 
Government might carry the matter fur- 

ther than tiiey intended. 

Mr. RYAN (Montreal) said that asystem 
of storm signals would be of the greatest 
possible advantage to the commercial in- 
terests of the country. 

Mr. MILLS inqui:ed what kind of in- 
struments were to be procured with the 
sum of $10,000, and also where the Govs 
ernment proposed to establish the Obser- 
vatories. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said it was the inten. 
tion of the Government to establish sta- 
tions at all the principal points in the 
Dominion, including Manitoba. 

The items were then adopted. 

Hon. Sir FAANCIS HINCKS moved that 
the Committee rise and report progress. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Hon. Mr. HOWE moved the third read« 
ing of the bill to make provision for the— 
continuation and extension of the geolo-~ 
gical survey of Canada, and for the main - 
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Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved to 
recommit the bill, in order to amend by 
providing that the salaries of officers em- 
ployed on the survey should be submitted 

to Parliament 

The motion was carried, and the House 
being in Committee, the bill was amended 
and reported. The bill was then read a 

third time and passed. 


PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The next order being the reception of 
the report of the Committee of the 
Whole on certain resolutions respeciing 
the Cavadian Pacific Railway 

Hon, Sur GEO. CARTIER said he had no 
objection to accept the suggestion made 
by the hon member for Wesi Durhim the 
other day, when the question was under dis 
cussion, that the money subsidy payable 
to the company undertaking the construc. 
tion of the railway should be paid in in- 
stalments from time to time, in proportion 
to the length of the road constructed. 
The Government had also decided to acs 
cept another suggestion of the hon. mem- 
ber with regard to the land grant for the 
Manitoba and Nipegon branches, which 
did not form u necessary part of the rail. 
way tothe Pacific. He [Sir George] had 
stated on a jormer occasion that in making 
grants of lands for these branches, it was 
the intention of the Government to be 


_ guided by the quantity of land that wouid 


be given to the Company building the 
main line. At the same time he had 
stated that perhaps a little larger quantity 
of land wauld be given with the branches 
than for the trank line, owing to ‘he 
diffic.lties of the country through whi h 
they would pass. {he Government more« 
over had no objection to placing a limita- 
tion upon the quantity to be granted, as 
the hon. member for ‘\est Durham had 
suggested. He [iir George] proposed to 
restrict the quantity of land to be granted 
for the Manitoba branch to 20,000 acres 
per mile and ior the Nipegon branch tv 
25,000 acres per mile He had prepare} 
amendments in the sense o* these sug- 
gestions, and he would therefore move to 
refer tne resclutions agaia to Committee 
of the Whole; with inst:uctions to amend 
by providing that the money subsidy 
should be paid in instalments according 
as each portion of the Railway w..s com- 
pleted, and that the lind grants for the 
branches should not exceed the quantity 
he had stated. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
the Government undertook to bring in the 
line to the south west of Lake Nipissing. 


Hon Sir CE RGE EK. CARTIER— Yes. 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZI§ said it seemed 
to him avery good beginning of a most 
gigagtic undertaking. The Minister of 
Militia told them on a previous occasion 
that the Governor in Council was a 
great institution if power were givenas was 
asked to charter a company and make any 
arrangements that might be considered 
fit within the terms of the Act with that 
company for the construction of the road. 
He objected to this plan on two or three 
grounds One of the most serious ob- 
jections in tee matter of the Intercolonial 
was that the contracts were given out be- 
fore the surveys were sufficiently complete. 
The Minister of Finance stated that the 
objection would not apply in this case, 
becau3se the contractors would have to 
supply all the engineering and surveying 
work, and that the Government would 
only have to make the grant of money and 
land and employ an engineer to superin- 
tend the work, and see that it was carried out 
in accordance with the contract Nocom- 
pany, however, would tender without having 
the necessary information on which to base 
their offer without making a very large al~ 
low: nce for possi»le difficulties. The Gov- 
ernment could not be in a position within 
two years to lay down a route on the map, 
or state the grades or cuttings which would 
have to be encountered, or say how far re- 
moved the route would be from the course 
of navigation by which material and supplies 
could be obtained, for up to the present 
time they had not been able to ascertain 
the difficulties that would be met in the 
west part of Lake Superior district, or at 
the very beginning of the route. Mr. 
Fleming's report stated that he apprehend 
ed serious engineering difliculty in bring- 
ing the line to the south west of Lake /1- 
pissing ; and yet the Government pledged 
themselves that the line should be brought 
in there. With the present lack of informa. 
tion it seemed to him suicidal to force 0 
the work, and he thought the member fov 
Grenville would bear him cut that there 
was nothing gained by having imperfect 
surveys either exploratory or otherwise ; 
this was shewn in the case of the Inter- 
colonial, the completion o! which had been 
seriously delayed instead of being pro- 
moted by the early letting of the con- 
tracts. With regard to the scheme itself 
he still bela th» ground he took last year, 
that it was wrong to undertake the con- 
straction of the vos within ten yexrs, 
and he still believed it would be the best 
plan to commence the work near the 
American lines. which would afford them 
a winter line into Red River territory, 
while the Dawson Road would be availxble 
insummer. It would be a fatal mistake 
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to force on this work while there was no 
particular object to be accomplished, and 
no population to be accommodated; al. 
though of course there was always an obs 
ject in opening up the country, and no 
doubt this country was rich in mineral 
and agricultural wealth. It would be uns 
wise on principle to entrust the Govern- 
ment with a power to charter a com.- 
pany, and to make any agreement they 
might choose with that Company for an 
amount of money of at least $30,000,000, 
and an allowance of 50,000,000 acres of the 
public domain. It was essential that a 
contract should have the direct sanction 
of parliament, and no company ought to 
be organized by the Government for the 
purpose of entering into a contract with 
itself fora gigantic enterprise. He re- 
gretted that the Government would not 
take the House into their confidence at 
the next session, as there could be no pos. 
sible Joss of time involved in doing so, and 
the House would then be enabled to give 
an intelligent division on the subject. He 
hoped to obtaia some favorable response 
from the Government to his views, and if 
not he should place an expression of his 
Opinion on the journals of the House. 
Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said that 
with regard to the money subsidy, the 
Government had no other alternative than 
to come before the House this session in 
order to carry out the covenant with 
British Columbia, and propose a scheme 
for the construction of the railway. The 
condition of union with British Columbia 
was that the road should be commenced 
in two and completed in ten years. 1t was 
not possible to have prepared a scheme 
last session; but the Government had 
done so this session; and the proposal 
that had been brought down was a com- 
prehensive, a large, and a safe one. (Hear, 
hear.) He regarded it as not only pos~ 
sible, but as a certainty that the whole 
work would be completed in ten years 
from Fort Garry west to the Pacific, and 
east to Lake Nipissing. It was understood 
that Lake Nipissing would be the eastern 
terminus of the road, and in order to con- 
nect that point with the railway systems 
of Ontario and Quebec, there were now va. 
rious companies seeking incorporation, 
The policy of the Government would be to 
favor the incorporation of all those com. 
panies with a view to facilitate as much 
as possible not only the building of the 
Pacific Railway itself, but the necessary 
branches fiom Lake Nipissing towards 
Toronto on the one hand, and towards 
Ottawa on the other, along the north bank 
of the Ottawa River. The hon. member 
for Lambton had criticised this scheme of 
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the Government, but he had offered no 
suggestion whatever which would so com-+ ~ 
mend itself to the House as to compel its 
acceptance by the Government. If the 
proposal of the Government were defective, — 
it would have been easy for the hon. gen~ 
tleman to have made such a suggestion, 
but he had failed altogether to do so, and 
therefore he thought it might be assumed — 
that the scheme was one which challenged 
attack from hon. gentlemen opposite. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had 
made suggestions. He had pointed out 
that instead of gaining time the Govern. 
ment would loose time by pursuing the — 
course they proposed. He hadstated that — 
they should have procured a thorough ex-. 
ploratory and instrumental survey before 
making contracts for the construction 
of the road. He had shown that the 
system of proceeding with a great work 
of this kind without having an accurate 
knowledge of the topography of the coun. 
try through which it was to pass, instead of — 
being an advantage it was avery great dis. — 
advantage. He had pointed out, too, that 
the proper course to have pursued was to 
have proceeded with the easier portion of 
the work first, that between F rt Garry and 
the Rocky Mountain, leaving till a subse. — 
quent time the construction of the difficult — 
part between Fort Garry and Lake Nipis« 
sing, in regard to which there was no 
necessity for immediate and hasty action ; 
while in the meantime accurate informa~ 
tion might be obtained respecting those 
paris of the country about which the Gov- — 
ernment and House knew as yet little or — 
nothing. These were the suggestions he — 
had thrown out; but it suited-the hon. — 
gentlemen opposite to ignore them, 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Government would make no contracts for 
the construction of the road at all, and 
therefore the suggestion of the hon. gens 
tleman was not applicable. Then as to 
the surveys, that which had been ordered 
by the Government was hereby a pre- 
liminary survey. The Company with 
which an arrangement would be made, 
would have to make at their own ex- 
pense, a location survey which would have 
to receive the approval of the Governor 
in Council, before the work would be 
proceeded with. [Hear, hear.] 

Mr. YUUNG said that when this rail. - 
way was discussed last session he had des- 
cribed the proposal of the Government to 
build it as a leap in the dark, and so he 
stili regarded it. He believed that by 
forcing forward the work before all the 
necessary preparations had been made 
would increase the cost of it at least 25 
or 80 percent. He had no expectation — 
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Government and he was strongly inclined 


_to think that the figures had been cut 
_ down to the lowest possible limit, in order 
that they might not alarm the people at 
_ the approaching election. He was satisfied 
_that the money proposed to be spent uoon 


_ the line was only a small part of the burs 


_ den which the country would ultimately 
_ called upon to bear in connection with 


_ this work. He believed, judging from the 
_ cost of the Intercolonial and the American 


= en 


>. war 


_ remained 
found coming down 


Pacific Railway, that the cost would be 
enormously in excess of the amount stated 
by the Government, and after the elec- 
tion, if hon. gentlemen opposite still 
in power they would he 
to Fpropose a 
large increase of the subsidy to be 
paid to the Company. Then as to the 


land grants it would be a matter strongly 


_ to be objected to if the Company could 
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_ act as the Canada Company had acted. 
_ and lock up the land until its value in- 
creased, and the Company could sell at 
_ high prices. 
_ traordinary powers which it was proposed 
_ to place in the hands of the Government 
_ according to the scheme. 
Opened ior all kinds of corruption, and 
_ the Government might actually increase 
- the subsidy payable to the Company with- 
_ Out ever asking the consent of the House. 
In any event the Government would have 
_ power to make aimost any arrangement it 
_ pleased with the Company, a power which 


He was opposed to the ex 


The door was 


_ he contended should not be placed in the 
' hands of any Government. He maintained 
_ that the reports so far received showed 
_ that there was a tract of country in the 


——— 


_ region of Lake Nipissing which was alto. 
_ gether impracticable for railway purposes, 


_ and also another tract west of the Rocky 
_ Mountains where it was impossible to find 


_& practicable route. 
any definite knowledge upon these im- 


= 


In the absence of 


_ portant points, indeed in the absence of 
any trustworthy information, the Govern- 


Ment proposed to rush blindly forward 
and commit the country to gigintic ex~ 
_ penditures, 
_ to be disastrous, and he believed it would 


The result could hardly fai! 


_ Virtually put a mortgage upon every man’s 
_ farm in the country. (Hear, hear.) There 


0 
% 
> 
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‘Was nothing to prevent the company tak- 


ing the money of the Government and lea 


ving the railway unfinished, or when finish- 


ed, the Company might in the end throw 


_ the whole cost of operating it upon the 


Government. He did not think the rail-— 


_ Way would pay working expenses for many 


. 4 


‘ 


years, 1f ever. The probability was that, 
after placing this enormous burden upon 
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~ that in any case the line would be con 
structed for the subsidies proposed by the 
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the people, it would still be a huge, unfin- 
ished, and useless undertaking, which 
could only entail embarrassment and loss 
upon the country. 

Mr. FERGUSON said he had interrupted 
the previous speaker in his calculations 
because they were wrong. $30,000,000 
was to be given, and the member was 
wrong in saying that was $10,000 per mile. 
The whole of the argument of the mem» 
ber for Waterloo was that the road could 
not be built for the amount named. In 
one brexth the hon, gentleman wanted 
the road built, and in the next he said it 
could not be built for the money. ‘The 
‘yovernment, however, said it could, and 
ne (Mr, Ferguson) had full confidence in 
the argument. The money, whatever the 
amount, would be spent in this country, 
and could not be spent in a better way. 
if the Government should come back an. 
other season and ask a larger grant, they 
would be refused. but the present bill 
bound them not to go beyond a certain 
amount, and the hon. member’s argus 
ment was only to prove that that amount 
was too small. The only question was, 
what security there would be for the 
grant made, and how it would be made? 

Hon. Sir G. E. CARTIER said the loans 
would be granted from time to time in 
proportion to the work done, and the 
difficulties overcome. There was an 
amendment before the Speaker that the 
money should be granted in, proportion 
to the work done. 

Mr. FERGUSON said that was quite 
satisfactory, and nothing more could be 
desired. The member for Waterloo had 
stated that from the report of Mr. Fleming 
the road would cost $8,000,000 a year, and 
he would like to hear an opinion from the 
Government on this point. 

Hon. Sir G. B. CARTIER said this would 
be stated in the agreement. The Govern- 
ment would not give the land or money 
without security from the Company. 

Mr. FERGUSON thought the explana- 
tion satisfactory. Whatever the annual 
vutlay might be it must be expended in 
this country, and this should press with 
the House to support the proposition, for 
the outlay would be a great source of good 
to the country. The member for Water~ 
loo had made out the best case possible 
tor the Government, and there could be 
no objection to the scheme. ; 

Mr. CUMBERLARD said the logical 
conclusion to be arrived at by the mem~ 
hers for Lambtom and Waterloo would be 
to vote down the resolutions, They said 
there was a had beginning. The begin- 
ning bad been right, good, and most effec- 
tual. Considering the time that had 
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elapsed since the work was taken in hand, 
the men who had worked on the surveys 
had shown themselves well up to their 
work, and would prove that they hai! 
made # good beginning to this great work. 
Then, again. the hon. gentlemen had 
spoken of the dangers incurred. Could 
no enterprise be infused into those gentle. 
men? If the interests of the country hat 
been left to the hon. gentlemen opposite. 
Confederation would never have been 
accomplished; British Columbia would 
not have joined us, and the great work 
would indefinitely be postponed. J4He re. 
ferred to the report of Mr. Fleming show- 
ing how favorable the Canadian route was 
compared with the American lines in 
point of difficulties of construction. Hon 
gentlemen opposite feared that the 
road would rot pay for fifteen or twenty 
years. As to that doctrine they ought not 
to consent to its being built. The differ. 
ence in length between the two oceans. 
and the comparatively easy construction 
would give Canada the whole carrying 
trade. He had tried to satisfy hon. gen- 
tlemen opposite for four years but had 
hitherto failed; but he would yet plead 
with them to recognize that there was a 
great future for this country, Theachieve. 
ment of Confederation in such a quiet and 
successful manner was an achievement of 
which any one might be proud, and might 
be a lesson to induce hon. gentlemen at 
least to cease to be obstructive. Hon. 
gentlemen opposite formerly complained 
of extravagint estimates; now thev said 
the amount asked was altogether too small, 
and yet it was not to be granted. That 
was asftrange logic. He hed unfailing faith 
in. the responsibility of the Government, 
and would rather take their view than 
that of an irresponsible gertleman, the 
Government were taking a very wise course 
in allowing competing companies to form, 
and more wisely still in taking power to 
prevent any improper understanding and 
collusion between the companies. The 
statement of the member for Lambton 
that it would take two years to decide the 
route was a strong argument that there 
shou'd be nodelay. The Governemnt had 
been wide awake, hut others had been so 
too, and the line of country was well un 
derstood, and there was no reason to wait 
for a location of the line before giving con- 
tracts. He hoped the line would be coms 
mez ced in many points at once, and not 
on the Pacific slope only, as suggested by 
the member for Lambton, Were some 
gentlemen opposite afraid of the under- 
taking? Whyshould they fear? Was the 
area of the lands requiring develpement. | 
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knowin? Canada had three and : halt 


Mr. Cumberland. 
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millions of square miles with a fine climate 
minerals of untold wealth, fisheries of great 
value, and the country was scarcely yet 
lost with such possessions. He desired to 
strengthen the loitering spirits of the hon 
gentlemen to bear the burden of this un- 
dertaking, and referred to the increased 
trade, the bank returns, the Savings Bank 
business, and the revenue, which latter 
showed a sufficient surplus to pay the 
whole cost of the undertaking. He hoped 
he was not worrying the House, but he 
desired to inspire the hon. gentlemen with 
hope. If the growth had been so great in 
the past, why should it not continue? 
There were plenty who with him believed 
that to-day Canada was on the threshold 
of a great future, and it belonged to every 
one to endeavour to sustain the financial 
credit of the country, and not to foul his 
own nest or question the bona fides of the 
country. He asked that all objections 
might be waived, and as they owed the 
present political structure to the present 
guiding hands, they would trust them to 
build up the material structure also. 
Mr. ANGLIN said the member for 
Lambton had not objected to the work 
itself, but to the mode. He (Mr. Anglin) 
believed Canada was not able to carry out 
the work. The United States had long 
contemplated their lines before undertaks 
ing them. Canada started from Lake Ni- 
pissing and had to build through a perfect 
wilderness for over 2,000 miles, and she 
might well hesitate before undertaking so 
enormous a work. If there were suflicient 
trade to maintain the road the case would 
be different, but there was not. With the 
present information no comparison could 
be made between the United States and 
Canada lines as to difficulty of construcs 
tion, ‘The House was, however, bound to 
begin the line within two years, and com- 
plete it within ten, and if that were possi« 
ble it must be carried out, though -he be- 
lieved the cost would be very great, He 
believed they were bound to carry out 
their engagement, but they were not bound — 
to accept any proposal of the Government. 
Che House was really asked to denude 
itself of its proper power in the matter. 
A perfect and complete scheme ought to 
be submitted, stating the character of the 
road in every particular, and they would — 
then be told what proportion of land and 
money would be given for the work done. — 
He believed there was no sufficient gua« 
rantee given that the work would be done 
for the grants asked. The work must be 
one, but he could not approve of the 
scheme proposed. 
Mr. A P. MACDONALD said a road 
to the North-west had been the cry for 
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years, and the question was how the coun- 
try would be best served. At present it 


eu impossible to keep emigrants ia the 


Pacific 


ountry, in conseqvence of the attractions 
of the Western States. If the North-west 
was to be settled, it could only be done 
by this railway, and every day’s delay was 
in injury to the country. As to the esti. 
mates, the American lines were being 
built with money, subsidies and land 
grants. The grant proposed he considered 
ample. The cost would be under a hunx 
dred millions. He believed that the capi- 
tal required was sufficient. What was want- 
ed were substantial and energetic men, 
and with the grant there would be no danger 
of the line not being constructed. ‘Lhe con- 
tracts should be given as soon as possible, 
and the grants made in proportion to the 
work done, and immigration would rapidly 
follow the line. American lands were ad- 
vertised throughout all Canada, and the 
Americans had agents in Canada to induce 
emigration to their lands. He believed 
the line could be well constructed in the 
time named. The means were ample, and 
there were men in the Dominion tho- 
roughly competent to carry out the work. 
‘The contracts should be given to one com- 
pany, however large, and it would give 
confidence at home and abroad. He was 
glad the Government had grappled with 
the work, for it would be of immense 
benefit to the country, and would not in- 
crease the burdens of the people, and the 
labourers employed on the work would 
settle on the lands, and the population 
would rapidly increase. 
_ The motion was then carried and the 
House went into committee, Mr. Mills in 
the chair. 

Tho amendments were adopted and the 

Committee rose. 
_ Mr. MACDONALD [Glengarry] had pre- 
viously, in the case of the Intercolonial, 


voted that the question of route should be | 
left to the Government, but he now re- | 
gretted that vote, for the location was | 


very generally disapproved. He was not 
prepared to repeat that mistake, and the 
location ought to be submitted to the 


House before the contract was given. 


‘Time would tell that the location of the 


Intercolonial was one of the greatest 
He moved, | 


blunders ever committed. 
seconded by Mr, Scatchard, that the 
resolution be referred back to Come 
mittee of the Whole, with instructions 
to provide that the route to be adopted 
for the Pacitic Railway shall be subject to 


the approval of Parliament, so as not to 


leave at the discretion of the Governor in 
Council the final determination of the 


location of the railway, towards the baild- 
= 
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ing of which it is proposed to give thirty 
millions of the public funds and iifty mil. 
lion acres of the public land, 

The members were c:lled in and a vote 
taken on the amendment, which was re- 
jected on the following division: Yeas, 
39: Nays, 83. Majority for Government, 
44 
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Hoa, Mr. MACKENZIE said it was not 
his intention to take up much time in 
speaking of the motion he intended to 
move. If the speech of the hon. mem-~ 
ber for Algoma called for an answer he 
would have answered it, but it had been 
taken up in the discussion of a matter 
which had nothing to do with the subject 
before the House. The hon. gentleman 
had stated the gentlemen on his [Mr, 
Mackenzie’s] side of the House had pro-. 
phesied, ruin and decay for the country. 
He had heard nothing about this. don. 
gentlemen on that side believed that 
there was a bright future in store for the 
country if its atlairs were properly admin-~ 
istered ; but they felt that a course might 
be pursued which would cause very 
serious embarrassment; that the legislas 
tion now proposed would probably have 
such a result he had no doubt. He (Mr. 
Cumberland) believed that his friends 
were entitled to crelit on account of the 
scheme of Vonfederation. He was mis- 
taken, for that originated in the Opposi- 
tion. (Cries of ‘Oh!’ “oh!”’) He (Mr. 
Mackenzie) proceeded to say that the 
powers proposed to be conferred upon 
the Government were extravagant and 
dangerous; that this House should dele- 
gate its authority in the matter to the 
ministry was a bad feature, if the system 
of Government that had been introduced 
were passed, the House would be practi- 
cally abdicating its functions and commit- 
ting to the Government of the day control 
over all questions such as it should hold 
in its own hand. He moved in amendment 
to refer the resolutions back to Commit- 
tee of the Whole, with instructions to 
amend by providing that all proposed con- 
tracts before being entered into shall be 
submitted to and secure the approval of 
Parliament, and to expunge that portion 
which authorizes the Governor in Council 
to charter companies to construct the rail- 
way without the sanction of Parliament. 

Hon. Mr. DORION seconded the amend- 
ment. 

The members being called in, the ques- 
tion was put, when the amendment was 
rejected on the following division :— 
Yeas, 39; nays, 82. Majority for the 
Government, 43. 

Mr. YOUNG moved to refer back with 
instructions that no engagement shail pre- 
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vent Parliament from dealing with that 
part of the lands not granted to the com~ 
pany in such manner as the public inte. 
rest may from time to time come to re- 
quire, so as not to leave it in the hands of 
the Governor in Council the power of 
binding the country as to the cession of 
fifty million acres, an area equal nearly to 
six Provinces of the size of Manitoba. 

Mr. MACDOUGALL (South Renfrew) 
seconded the amendment, 


Mr. ANGLIN said if the amendment 
were carried it would prevent the Com- 
pany from realizing on its Jands; and as 
the House had pledged itself that lands 
should be granted, he did not see that 
that pledge should be hampered by a pro. 
vision which would practically make the 
lands of no value to the Company. (Hear, 
hear.) 

The House divided upon the amend- 
ment which .was lost. Yeas, 30; Nays, 
86. Majority for the Government, 56. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said there were 
other features of the measure which 
seemed to him to require a change, but 
he would take an Opportunity at another 
stage to offer his amendments. 

ihe resolutions were then concurred in, 
and the House adjourned at 12:30, 
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WEDNESDAY, May 22. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at one 
p. m. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGES. 


After routine, 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the 
Speaker issue his warrant for the arrest of 
W. Lount, the witness, who had refused to 
be examined before the Divorce Com 
mittee, and thereby committed a breach 
of the privileges of the House. Carried. 


DOMINION NOTES, 


On motion of Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
the Dominion Notes Bill was read a third 
time and passed, 


INSOLVENCY LAWS, 


Hon. Mr. WARK read the following 
motion, of which he had given notice on 
& previous day: 

That an humble address be presented 
to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased 
to appoint a Commission of competent 
persons, whose duty it shall be under the 
direction of the Minister of J ustice, to in- 
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quire into the operation of the Insolvent 
Act, and recommend such amendments as 
may appear necessary; the same to be | 
embodied in a Bill to be submitted to 
Parliament at its next Session. 

The hon. gentleman gave a brief review 
of the history of the Insolvency Laws, in 
the Province of New Brunswick. He 
argued that it was the wisest policy, not 
to repeal a law because it did not work 
altogether well, but to consider how it 
might be amended so as to promote the 
public interests. He found that the 
public opinion of the country was divided 
on the question, that the repealing Bill 
had only passed by a very narrow majority 
in the Commons; and under those circum- 
stances it was not wise to repeal it altoge.~ 
ther. The result would only lead to a 
state of things far worse than could possibyl 
arise under the law. He did not wish to 
see any creditor in a position to harrass 
and crush a debtor who was acting honestly. 
When a man failed honestly the law 
should step in and distribute his property 
among his creditors, and then he should _ 
be allowed to take a fresh start. 


Hon. Mr. SANBORN arose to a point of 
order. An address was not permissible 
with reference io the subject matter of a 
bill that was pending before the House. 

Hon. Mr. WARK consented to allow his 
motion to stand. . 

The order of the day, the second read- 
ing of the bill to repeal the Insolvency 
Laws, was then taken up. 

Hon Mr. SANBORN went on to say that — 
the responsibility which rested upon the 
House, was of no little moment, and ought 
to be exercised. ‘the House was called 
upon to consider a question on which 
there had been given during two sessions 
an expression of the sentiments of a ma- 
jority of those who represent more dis 
rectly the people of the Dominion. In 
the provinces of Quebec and Ontario the 
law had been in force for eight years, and 
the vote which was given elsewhere on the 
question may fairly be considered to illus- 
trate the feelings of the majority of the 
people of those provinces. His hon. 
friend who had just resumed his seat had 
Stated that he had been at the birth and 
death of three bankruptcy laws in New 
Brunswick; a very significant fact inas- 
much as it showed that in his province, as 
elsewhere, such laws are of a temporary 
nature and are simply created in the first 
instance for the purpose of doing away 
with exceptional evils which giow upon 
society. He had been surprised to hear 
the yon. gentleman, who was generally so 
accurate, state that our Insolvency Laws 
were so perfect that they had been adopt- 
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ed word by word by the United States. 
It was hardly probable that the law 
could be adopted word for word inasmuch 
as there were certain provisions in it 
which could not be very well adapted 
to the United States. The Act of 1841 
was enforced in the United States, and 
that was long prior to the enactment of 
our law. He was not prepared to say 
what amendments had been made to 
that law, but at all events it recognized the 
principle of voluntary assignment —it was 
incorporated into their system of judi- 
cature—all the bankruptcy proceedings 
were conducted in the ordinary courts of 
justice under the checks and guarantees 
which the courts are calculated to give. 
With reference to our law it was nothing 
of the kind. In the United States a per- 
son could not make a voluntary assign- 
ment unless he made it under oath that 
was to say, he made an inventory of his 
assets and liabilities under oath. Under 
our law any man who was a tradesman— 
and it required very little to constitute 
that; if he ran a water cart it would be 
sufficient—he had only to go before a 
Notary and make an assignment of his 
He had known instances where 
that Estate had been so insufficient that 
the Bankrupt had been obliged to get a 
subscription raised by his friends to enable 
him to meet the fees he had to pay to the 
With regaid to the imperfec- 
tions of our law he might say the assign- 
ment was made without any other formal- 
ity. True the insolvent was called upon 
to assist the Assignee in making up the 
inventory. He might be examined by the 
creditors as to whether he has made a full 
assignment, but that was after he was 
in bankruptcy. All the proceedings went 
on with the Assignee and in many instan- 
ces many of them were extremely informal, 
and there was mo check upon them. The 
result of the present state of things was 
shown by the Gazette. So numerous 
were the applications for a discharge in 
bankruptcy —and in almost all cases those 
applications were from the insolvent—the 
Attorney General of England said in 1869 
that under the oid law which was very 
much like ours, that it had got to be con- 
sidered necessary for the credit of their 
families that some persons should go 
through bankruptcy once in six years. 
But we had got far in advance of that — 
many had gone through bankruptcy twice 
within six years, All this went to show 
that the influences of such a law must be 
injurious. What he wished to impress 
upon the House was that this law was of 
such a nature that it could not be 
amended, but we must proceed to the 
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basis and re-enact anew a law if it should 
be necessary. But he believed that in the 
present prosperous condition of the coun- 
try we had no occasion for such a law. 
With respect to the discrimination to be 
exercised in giving credit, those who sold 
had the matter pretty much in their own 
hands. A great fault tow lay with those 
who forced too many goods upon the 
market, and he regretted that the system 
of trading between the large centres and 
the country had so entirely changed with. 
in a few years. Formerly the country 
traders sought out the goods they wanted, 
but now they were waited upon by a class 
of persons known as “commercial travel- 
lers’’ who forced goods on them. Let 
those who carry on business conduct it on 
sound commercial principles—then we 
would be safer than we are now. Every 
man should meet his obligations, and if 
there was any other principle preferable 
to that he would iike to know it. If those 
who were in trade would take pains to 
find out whether it was fraud or misfor- 
tune or recklessness that had led to 
the bankruptcy of a particular man, they 
would soon establish in the community a 
sentiment which would give rise to a 
wholesome trade in the country, and 
prevent nine out of ten cases of Insolvency 
that at present exist. Now a man entered 
into business as if there was no great 
responsibility connected with it—no more 
than railway contractors appeared to feel. 
lf there were evils that might arise in 
connection with preferential assignments, 
let there be a law enacted that would rex 
move them. When the question before 
the House came up in the other branch, 
last session, there was a majority of 31 
from Ontario and Quebec in favor of rex 
peal. This session, on the final vote on 


this question, the present Bill was sup— 


ported by the large majority of 36 from 
Ontario and Quebec. It was true the 
Maritime representatives were, for the 
most part, opposed to the Bill, but never- 
theless it had passed successfully. He 
read irom a newspaper an advertisement 
of a trader who announced that he had 
commenced’ business again, ‘‘ having un- 
dergone repairs legally and morally,’’— 
showing how callous people became under 
the existing system of bankruptcy—con- 
sidering it rather a matter for amusement. 
He also read the conclusion of the memo- 
rial of Montreal merchants, who declare 
that the law is ‘‘injurious to the interests 
of the country geuerally.’’ that it is ‘*so 
complicated by amendments from time to 
time that further amendments hereafter 
will only tend to further embarrassment,”’ 
and that it was better to enact a new law 
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‘‘so that settlements may be arrived at 
without the intervention of Official As. 
signee or third party.’’ There was, he 
continued, another petition from Mons 
treal purporting to be signed by 180; but 
he had received two letters from two gen- 
tlemen who had signed it, declaring that 
they had not understood its nature. One 
of them stated that he had been induced 
to sign it by the Official Assignee by the 
statement that it was in favor of the amend- 
ment of the law. He also read another 
letter to show the evils that arise from the 
existing law. In conclusion, he apologized 
to the House for having trespassed so long 
on its attention, but he had been opposed 
to the law in 1869, and now that he had 
some experience of its operations he felt 
he was perfectly justified in his opposi - 
tion. He opposed it because he believed 
it was sanctioning and perpetuating a 
system of commercial immorality through- 
out the country, and that the only re» 
medy now was to repeal it altogether. 
Then the Government could take the 
matter into consideration between this 
and next session, and come down with a 
measure which would meet the difficulties 
of the case and be as permanent as any 
such law ought to be. 


Hon. Dr. CARRALL said that he rose 
with 4 feeling of much embarrassment to 
address the House for the first time, 
especially as he felt compelled to assume 
a position entirely antagonistic to a gen 
tleman for whose legal acumen and ar- 
gumentative power he felt the highest 
respect. He need not tell the House that 
there was a time in the history of the 
world— not a very remote time - when a 
condition of impoverishment was one of 
obloguy -- when imprisonment for debt was 
in yogue and the word *bankrupt’’ was 
synonymous with the words rascal and 
rogue—or to quote the more expressive 
language of his hon. friend—with ‘“ com- 
mercial immorality.’’ It must be remem- 
bered that there was formerly consider. 
able difference between the proper appli~ 
cations of the terms “ bankruptcy ”’ and 
‘‘insolvency.”’ Insolvency covered a 
wider range—bankruptcy only extended 
to merchants and traders; but now they 
might be considered synonymous. His 
hon, friend had quoted from Lord Eldon a 
statement to show the former experience 
of things in England, and also referred to 
the experience of the United States. With 
respect to the latter country he found 
that first they borrowed the bankruptcy 
law of England and put it into operation 
for a limited term of five years; but the 
law was not continued but suffered to go 
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by default. In 1841 the United States, in 
their wisdom, found it necessary to re-_ 
enact a new bankraptcy law and that sur. 
vived a few years. In 1867, the United 
States still felt compelled to pass a general — 
bankruptcy law for the United States, So 
it happened that the experience of the 
great Anglo Saxon family had been in the - 
direction of enacting laws for the regulas — 
tion of bankruptcy ; and in face of facts 
like those it was idle for his hon. friend to — 
say, and endeavour to fortify himself by 
quotations from Lord Eldon to try and 
prove that there was no necessity for such — 
enactments. When England herself, the — 
standard bearer in every progressive 
movement, had enforced a bankruptcy 
law,—when the United States found it ad- 
visable to do the same, the hon. gentle-— 
man would erase all laws from the Cana- 
dian Statute Book and in that way go con~ 
trary to the experience of the wisest com. — 
mercial nations of the world. He (Dr. *.) 
believed that the principal opponents of 
the law were members of the legal frater- 
nity, of which his hon. friend was so digs 
tinguished an ornament. He did not think, 
however, that the agricultural interests, of 
which he was as strong an advocate as any — 
one in the House, approved of the meas ~ 
sure that was now under consideration. — 
His-hon. friend, when referring to the 
votes on the question elsewhere, had kept 
carefully out of sight the fact that there - 
had been only a majority of three altos 
gether on the division—in fact it was a 
mere snap vote. He did not wish to go © 
back to the condition of things’that ex- 
isted before we had a bankruptcy law in 
this country—when people who were 
disposed to act honestly and fairly, had 
been actually driven across the border 
on account of the harshnesss of their cre- 
ditors. He did not wish to see any sys- 
tem in operation, calculated to harass and 
oppress any upright man who had been 
simply unfortunate in business. It was 
said that rogues rushed in and took ad. 
vantage of the present law, ‘but would © 
things be eny better, according to his 
own snowing, if it were swept off the 
statute book sltogether. Those who are 
engaged in business would have the 
same interest as ever in disposing of 
their goods, «nd would be as easily de> 
ceived as now by unscrupulous traders. 
He felt sure that the House would pay no 
heed to the sophistry and appeals of his 
hon. friend, and would give a vote in favor 
of the necessity of having at all times an 
equitable means of enabling men to carry 
on legitimate business, and to restore 
erie Sak: when they have honestly 
alled. ; { LLED we 
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Hon. Mr. SMITH said that he must en— 
_dorse a very large portion of the remarks 
that had fallen from the kon. mover of 

the bill with respect to the injurious ef.- 
fects of the present law. He was in favor 

of a bankruptcy law if we can obtain one 
that will not encourage rascality among 
the commercial community. The law, as 
it now stood, had certainly that tendency. 
There was a time when on account of the 
failure of the crops and over importation 
it was necessary for a number of unfortu. 
nate men to make a bankruptcy law; but 
that time had passed. The law was in. 
tended for an exceptional order of cir. 
cumstances which no longer existed, and 
any who should happen to get into diffi. 
culties would be enabled to obtain relief 
even if the measure is repealed. We 
were now living in a very properous 
state, we had a large amount of money at 
our disposal, and he believed that with 
the assistance of Providence the Domi- 
-nion had a long and prosperous carreer 
before it- When we had on the statute 
book a law which enabled men to take ad- 
vantage of their position, and become 
dishonest, he felt it his duty to 
vote for its repeal. He showed how a 
dishonest man could come into a village 
and enter into competition with the mer- 
chant who had been there for mary years, 
carrying on a safe and legitimate business, 
but who would soon find himself unable to 
compete with one who started with bor~ 
rowed capital which he would soon refund, 
and cared nothing for consequences. That 
trader would eventually get into difficul- 
ties, offer his creditors 20 cents on the 
doliar; and if that was refused at the 
outset he would threaten them with an 
assignment, when probably they would 
receive nothing. Of course, the creditors 
would have to yield, anda few days later 
ne would come out with a flaming adver- 
jisement headed ‘Bankrupt Stock for 
sale at 50 per cent. below first cost.’ ‘The 
1atural consequence would be that the 
10nest trader would find himself under-~ 
old, and probably in the end irretriev~ 
bly embarrassed by circumstances arising 
rom an iniquitous law. The speculators who 
veut into business for the purpoze of rea 
naining only a few months were the class 

f persons really protected by the law. 

t was understood throughout Ontario 

hat the bankruptcy law will die out next 

ear, and he was quite positive that there 
vould be an immense number of unscru- 
yulous dealers in the interval, who would 
© into bankruptcy; and he intended 

‘eeping a list of such persons with the 

lew of showing the House next session— 

h case it was not now repealed—the etiects 

f a measure which encouraged rash, dis- 
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honest speculation. For these and other 
reasons he would support the Bill now 
before the House. 

Hon. Mr. WILMOT did not believe that 
any man should be oppressed when hé 
was unfortunate in business, and that 
would in his opinion be the effect of a 
system which did not give him an oppor- 
tunity of dividing his property equitably 
and getting clear of its liabilities and 
commencing anew. His hon, friends had 
referred to the prosperous condition of 
the country, but suppose a monetary 
crisis should occur in London on account 
of a drain of gold to pay the French debt, 
money would go up everywhere and we 
would find ourselves very much embar- 
rassed in this country. He had known 
the price of lumber and ships go down to 
ruinously low rates in consequence of a 
panic suddenly arising in the British 
money market, and the people of New 
Brunswick were suddenly large losers at 
the very moment they thought they were 
in a prosperous condition. In legislating 
for the country, Parliament should guard 
against contingencies and not be carried 
away by expectations that might prove 
delusive. If Great Britain had found it 
necessary to keep a bankruptcy law on 
her statute book—if the United States had 
thought it advisable to do the same, the 
Dominion of Canada certainly should have 
some means by which the mercantile com- 
munity can make arrangements for the 
settlement of bankrupt atiairs. The Board 
of Trade of st. John had come to Parlia~ 
ment with a petition asking that the law 
be not repealed, and he believed it would 
be prejudicial to the public interest to 
take the steps they were now asked to 
pursue. 

Hon. Mr. SMITH again urged the repeal 
of the law, and said that the Official As~ 
signees were a class of persons very expen- 
sive to keep up. He would trust a bank- 
rupt stock in the hands of the Sheriff and 
a lawyer, rather than to the Assignees. 

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE was anxious 
to do justice to the honest trader, but he 
was not convinced by any arguments yet 
used by the advocates of the Bill that, it 
would have such atendency. He believed 
that viewed in all its aspects it was better 
to let the law remain on the statute book 
than repeal it altogether, and allow our 
business affairs to become embarrassed in 
consequence of the want of legal regula- 
tions. The law-had been only in operas 
tion for three years, and he did not wish 
to see it strangled before the time of its 
legal expiration—a year hence. It ap~ 
peared to him that the country has 
already one of the best safeguards of 
commercial morality, though he was aware 
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many persons did not approve of it; he 
referred to that system by which the 
standing of every business man int the 
community could be ascertained in a 
moment. He did not believe the law was 
by any means perfect, but it was better to 
let it remain for a few months longer 
than go back to a state of uncertainty and 
complications, and for those reasons he 
would move that the Bill be read that day 
three months. 

Hon. Mr, TESSIER followed and spoke 
with much €mphasis in French against the 
adoption of the Bill which had been 
moved by his hon. friend from the Wel- 
lington Division. and which he believed 
would tend to injurious results. He com- 
bated the arguments of the mover, and 
concluded by seconding the motion of the 
hon. member who had just sat down, 

The debate was then adjourned. 


BILLS FROM THE COMMONS. 


A message was brought trom the House 
of Commons by their clerk. with Bills in 
tituled: An Act to make provision for the 
continuation and extension of the Geolo. 
gical survey of Canada, and the Geologi- 
cal Survey. 

An Act to indemnify the members of 
the Executive Government and others, 
for the unavoidable expenditure of Public 
money, without Parliamentary grant oc- 
casioned by the sending of an expedition« 
ary force to Manitoba, in 1871. 

An Act to incorporate the St. Lawrence 
Bank. 

An Act toincorporate the Thunder Bay 
Silver Mines Telegraph Company. 

An Act to incorporate the Mail Printing 
and Publishing Company (limited.) 

An Act relating to the Treaty of Wash< 
ington, 1871. 

An Act to amend the Act relating to 
Banks and Banking. 

An Act to amend the Chapters six and 
seven of the Statutes of 1871, relating to 
Savings Banks. 


THE TREATY. 


The Bill relating to the Treaty of Wash- 
ington was made the order of the day, for 
Tuesday next. 

The House then adjourned. 
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Orrawa, Wednesday, May 22, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3:25 
p.m. 
After routine. 


Hon. Mr. Macfarlane, 
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Business. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHANLY introduced a bill to revive 
and amend an Act passed by the Legis- 
lature of the late Province of Canada, en- 
titled ‘‘An Act to Incorporate the Ganan- 
oque and Bristol Navigation Company.” 
The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. ROSS [Victoria, N. S.] introduced a 
bill. to provide for the reviseal of the 
voters’ list for the House of Commons ina 
certain district in the County of Victoria. 
It was read a first time. 


GRENVILLE CANAL. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN presented a rex 
turn to the address for copies of the ten- 
ders and other documents relatirg to 
repair and enlargement of the Grenville — 
Canal. 


THE NORTH WEST. 


Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) enquired whether 
it was the intention of the Government to 
introduce during the present session any 
measure to provide for placing American 
citizens residing within, or entering into 
the North West territories, on the same 
footing as regarded trading relations with — 
the Indian population as that on which 
British subjects stood within the Indian 
territories of the United States. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARSIER replied — 
that by the North West Territory Act the 
Governor in Council was authorized to make 
rules and regulations for the government 
of that country, and the Government — 
would be ready to consider any represen- 
tation that might be made with regar1 to 
the prospect of issuing regulations in the 
sense of the question of the hon. member > 
indic’ ted. 

Dr. SCHULTZ enquired whether the pre- 
sént provisional battalion of active militia 
would be retained on duty at Manitoba ;_ 
if so, for what period, and if the stregth 
of the present force was to be increased 
by an addition ef mounted riflemen, 

Hon Sir GEORGE CARTIER replied | 
that it was the intention of the Govern-~ 
ment to maintain the present garrison of 
Fort Garry for a year longer, till May next. 
The Government had no intention of in-— 
creasing the force, but in case an increase 
should become necessary, the Government 
had considered a way by which reinforce- 
ments could be despatched within a very 
short period, a few days. 


Dr. SCHULTZ enquired whether the In. 
dian camping ground of 500 or 600 acres” 
at Fort Garry was now the property of the 
Government, and if not, to whom and on 
what condition it had been granted. : 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
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Government did not know anything about 
the owenership ofthe land At all events 
it did not belong to the Government. 

Dr. SCHULTZ enquired whether it was 
the intention of the Government to intro- 
duce a bill which would grant to the old 
settlers of Manitobia land in the same prox 
portion as already granted to the half. 
breed population of the Frovince. 

Hon, Sir JOHN WACDON* LD replied 
that this subject had on several occasions 
been brought before the attention of the 
Government by the hon member for 
Selkirk (Mr. Smith.) It was now under 
consideration, and would be determined 
in a few days. 


QUEEN’S COUNSEL, 


Mr. O'CONNOR moved an address for 
the correspondence between the Govern 
ment of the Province of Ontario and the 
Government of the Dominion relating to 
the richt of appointing counsel for Her 
Majesty in that Province He said the 
motion had a two-fold object. the first re 
lating to matter ot law, and the second 
pertaining particularly to matter of fact. 
During the course of Jast year, the ques- 
tion had been a good deal agitated as to 
whether the right to appointing Queen’s 
Counsel belonged to the Dominion or to the 
local Government of Ontario, and it was said 
that correspondence had at one time taken 
place upon the subject. Whether that had 
been so or not, and what the result of the 
correspondence had been, if any, he knew 
not The matter seemed to have lain in 
abeyance for some time until a change of 
Government had taken place in Ontario. 
Shortly afterwards, the new Government 
exercised the power of appointing 2 num- 
ber of legal gentlemen to the position of 
Queen’s Counsel. The correspondence, if 
there was any to be brought down, would 
show whether the right of appointing had 
been conceded to the Provincial “overn 
ment by the Dominion Government or 
not; but, whether or not, the Provincial 
_ Goverrment had assumed an authority and 
privilege which, in his opinion, it did not 
possess It seemed pretty clear, under the 
meaning of the British North America Act, 
that the Dominion Government alone had 
the right to exercise that privilege. If he 
read the Act correctly. the Governor 
General alone represented the Queen in 
this country. The Queen had a right .to 
select her own counsel, and that selection 
could enly be made by the Governor 
General. ‘he Lieutenant-Governor was 
only an officer of the Dominion, and 
could not excercise a privilege of that 
kind. With regard to the second branch 
of the subject, in order to place it ina 
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position to be understood, it was necessary 
that he should give a short historial re- 
trospect it would e recollected that in 
davs gone by the Roman Catholics of 
Ontario. then Upper Canada, belonged to 
the Reform party of the day, and thit they 
supported that Party in its struggles for 
Kesponsible Gcvernment, and in dealing 
with the various questions which then 
agitated the country This continued till 
the formation of the Coalition of 1854. Up 
to 1§50, the 'orento Globe newspaper, then 
edited by its proprietor, Mr. George Brown, 
had been the organ of the Reform Govern. 
In 1850, the Haldimand 
election occurred, in which the proprietor 
of the Globe was a candidate, but failed to 
be elected. For some reason or other 
which he (Mr. (»Connor,) had never heard 
satisfactorily explained, but in regard to 
which he had heard many stories, Mr. 
83rown veered his course around; and, in- 
stead of remaining the mouth-piece of the 
Government, he became a most bitter op- 
ponent, and coalesced with, or rather 
became the organ of, a small party or 
clique, upon which he had himself confer. 
red the name of Clear Grits. During the 
time the Globe was the organ of the Re. 
form Government, things went very 
smoothly, and there was no paper in the 
country that spoke more highly of the 
Catholics of the Province, or better of their 
creed. From 1850 forward, however, till 
1864, when the same gentleman formed a 
Coalition himself with the two old cory 
ruptionists, John A. Macdonald and 
George HE. Cartier—(laughter)— no terms 
were too bitter, no epithets too degrading, 
to apply to the Catholics of the country. 
Their religious practices were described 
in the most disgusting terms, and their 
religious institutions were pelted with 
epithets too coarse to be repeated here, 
while even their family and educational 
institutions were spoken of in language 
which would much better hefit certain 
houses that he need scarcely mention. 
Chat went on till 1864, when the tone of 
the paper greatly changed. He had made 
reference to its files in the library, but 
could find none of an older date than 
1856. He had taken that, and from it 
had culled a few extracts which. with the 
permission of the House, he would read in 
order to illustrate the animus of the paper 
at that time. 

Hon Mr. MACKENZIE desired to know 
what connection these extracts had with 
the subject of Queen’s Counsel in Ontario? 

Mr. O'CONNOR said he would tell the 
hon. gentleman at the right time. 

Che SPEAKHR said he did not see that 
the hon. member’s remarks on the extracts 
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he proposed reading had any bearing upon 
the motion. He could not see that there 
was any apparent connection between 
them. 

Mr. U’CONNOR said that before he got 
through Mr. Speaker and the House would 
see that there was © connection. 

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman 

/snew the rules and would be able doubt- 
less to keep within them. 

Mr. O’CONNOR then proceeded to read 
a number of extracts from the Globe of 
1856, in which the Catholic hierarchy and 
priesthood were assailed in the most vio- 
lent terms. 

The SPEAKER (interrupting) said that 
these quotations were not pertaining to 
the question. (Cries of order.) 

Mr. U’CONNOR—It seems to me they 
are. (Loud cries of chair! chair!) [ 
think I shall be able to show—(Renewed 
cries and uproar.) I undertake, Sir, in 
my place here to say that before sitting 
down | will be able to show that these ex. 
tracts are pertinent. (Cries of order and 
hear, hear.) 

The SPEAKER thought the hon. mem. 
ber should submit to the opinion of the 
chair at once. If he had any speech of 
his own to make on the question he should 
make it, but the reading of these quotas 
tions was not in order. 

Mr. O'CONNOR was utterly unable to 
understand upon what ground that could 
be determined. (Criesof chair.) He was 
quite willing to submit to the ruling of the 
chair. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD thought 
his hon, friend was bound to accept the 
ruling of the chair. Mr. Speaker had 
stated that he could see no connection 
between the extracts and the appointment 
of Queen’s Counsel. If there was any 
connection, the hon. gentleman would 
commence by stating the principle he inx 
tended to lay down, and then illustrating 

He might be within 

the rules in reading the extracts, but he 

must first lay the basis for them. 

Mr. O’CONNOR said that this would 
simply compel him to change the sequence 
of his argument, and to commence at the 
otherend. (Laughter.) He then went on 
to say that about a year ago Mr. George 
Brown had written a letter, in which he 
had made overtures to certain Catholic 
gentlemen to bring them back into the 
Reform party. In that letter, which he 
regarded as a public document, allusions 
were made to time gone by, the very time 
to which these extracts referred; and re- 
ference was also made to a certain gentle- 
man who had done a good deal to agitate 
the country against the late Government 
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of Ontario. Now, that gentleman had 
written a letter in which he declared his — 
belief, founding it upon correspondence — 
which he said had passed between the late 
Premier of Ontario and the Premier of 
the Dominion, that a conspiracy had been 
entered into by which he and all other 
Catholics were prevented from being apw 
pointed Queen’s Counsel in “Ontario, 
When the change of Government took 
place a new batch of Queen’s Counsels 
was appointed, but that gentleman, who 
lived in Hamilton, was not one of them. 
If correspondence had taken place betwen 
the two Premiers of the nature stated, the 
return would show it. Mr. Geo. Brown, 
in his letter, did not refer to the point, 
but —- 

Hon, Mr. DORION (interrupting) rose to 
a question of order. There was no connecs 
tion between this letter and the subject of 
the hon. gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. O'CONNOR maintained there was, 
because the letter of the gentleman to 
whom he alluded asserted that a conspi« 
racy had been entered into to prevent 
Catholics receiving appointments as 
Queen’s Counsels, and that that conspiracy 
had been brought about by a written cor~ 
respondence. He thought this fact would 
justify him in reading the extracts, in 
order to show to Catholics what had been 
said of them by men into whose ranks it 
was now sought to cajole them. 

Mr. WOOD. protested against the exs 
tracts, as being altogether irrelevant to 
the question. 

Mr. O’GONNOR proceeded to read 
further extracts from the Globe of 1856, 
all of them using very virulent language 
towards the Catholic Church and Catholics 
generally. 

After proceeding a short time he was — 
again interrupted by a discussion as to the 
reading being in order, at the conclusion 
of which Mr. Speaker ruled that the exs: 
traccs were irrelevant to the question before 
the House and out of order. 

Mr. O’CONNOR said he would tell the 
hon. gentlemen who were so jubilant 
about the extracts being stopped that they 
would hear of the matter again and per- 
haps in a more effective way. He had 
stated that a gentleman in Hamilton who 
was an Irish Roman Catholic and a barriss 
ter, had complained during the adminis- 
tration of the member for Cornwall as 
Premier of Ontario, that he believed there 
was a conspiracy between that gentleman 
and the Premier of the Dominion to pre-~ 
vent him and other Koman Catholics from 
being appointed Queen’s Counsel. If this 
was the case the correspondence he had 
asked for would no doubt show it. This 
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did that of any Roman Catholic. 
_ younger men in the profession were ap« 
_ pointed, although he admitted that they 
_ were of more than usual good standing; 
_ and it, therefore, seemed to the gentleman 


Queen's 


pointed, but his name did not appear nor 
Much 


in question that if there was a conspiracy 


- formerly there must be the same conspi- 


racy now. When the correspondence 


came down the facts of the case would be 
ascertained. 


Sir JOHN MACDONALD said there had 
been no correspondence or communication 


_ whatever on the subject between the 


Governments of Canada and Ontario. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE objected to a discus- 
sion Of the actions of the Local Govern 
ment, but he thought it desirable that he 
should speak as to the reference made to 
a gentleman at Hamilton. That gentle— 
man was his personal friend, and had been 
They 
were at college together and had been 


_ friends ever since, and he could assure the 


as well as a Canadian lawyer; 


House that the gentleman in question 
had made no complaint whatever on the 
subject. He was, however, well aware 
that there was another gentleman of the 
same religion who had aspirations in the 


same direction—a gentleman of whose 


eloquence and elegance of manner the 
House had experience and who considered 
that he ought to have been made a 


-Queen’s Counsel; but he must confess 
' that that gentleman’s standing was not 
_ such as would justify his being so appoint- 
ed. He was aware that the gentleman’s 


practice was large and of a very varied 
character, and not confined to Canadian 
Courts, and that he was a United States 
but he 
thought the gentleman had shewn the 
House and the country that he (Mr. Blake) 
would have acted very imprudently had 


he recommended his appointment as a 


Queen’s Counsel, although he had that 
day suffered very much for not recom- 


- mending him. 


Mr. O’CONNOR said the hon. genitle- 
man had no foundation in fact for what he 
had assserted. He (Mr. O’Connor) had 


never directly or indirectly mentioned 
_ anything to nim as to his desire for the 


position of Queen’s Counsel. The hon. 
gentleman had no right to refer to him in 
those terms. He had never asked for any 
favor and would never accept such a 
favor at his hands, ever. if it were offered. 
The hon. gentleman was also mistaken in 
stating that he practised in foreign courts, 
With the exception of one year he had 
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- gentleman, however, still adhered to the 
_ Grit party, and when his friends came into 
_ Office a batch of Queen’s Counsels was ap- 
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always been a resident of Canada, and 
though he had once been admitted as an 
honourary member of a foreign court, he 
had never practised, and therefore all 
the sarcasm the hon. gentleman had 
chosen to pour out was without foundation 
and utterly contemptible, and the hon. 
gentleman would not have referred to him 
in such terms were it not under the pro» 
tection of the House. 
The motion was then withdrawn. 
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MISCELLANEOUS MOTIONS. 


Hon. Mr. ANGLIN moved an address 
for the correspondence respecting Shippe- 
gan Gully. Carried. 

Mr. FOURNIER moved for the transla« 
tion and printing of the petition of P. 
Tetu and others, respecting Hon, Mr. 
Justice Bosse. Carried. 

Mr. BODWELL moved for a return 
showing the amount of mileage paid to 
each member of the Senate and House of 
Commons for 1867 and 1868. Carried 

Hon. Col. GRAY moved an address for 
the correspondence relating to the trade 
relations between Canada and the West 
Indies. Carried. 


NEW BRUNSWICK SCHOOL LAW. 


The adjourned debate on Mr. Costigan’s 
motion for an address to the Governor 
General on the subject of the New Bruns« 
wick School Law and praying that the 
same may be disallowed, was resumed by 

Hon. Col. GRAY, who said he would en- 
deavor to show the bearing of the question 
on the interest of the whole Dominion, 
and should endeavor to abstain from the 
expression of one sentiment that would 
call up a religious quarrel. He had been 
much pleased to observe tbe kindly feel~ 
ing existing between the different religi- 
ous parties of Ontario and Quebec, and he 
trusted to follow that example. He de- 
sired in the first place to refer to the 
language used by the late Mr. McGee at 
the time of Confederation. That gentle 
man, when addressing a public meeting at 
Montreal, said that the delegates might 
return to the different Provinces and say 


that the people of Canada were 
becoming more _ liberal in _ their 
views, and that religious bigotry 
was at a discount, and that every 


one’s Opinions were respected and every 
sect was allowed to manage its own affrirs 
in its own way. He would ask the gentle- 
men from Ontario and Quebec to what they 
owed this fortunate position. ‘lhey owed 
it to their Local Legislatures, If the state 
of things had been forced on them by 
coercion they would have resisted it, and 
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he claimed, therefore, that it was only fair 
and just to leave the Local Lezislutuie of 
New Brunswick to accomplished the same 
object, as it was Only fair to assume that 
that Legi-lature was ac.uated by the same 
motives tuat influenced Ontario and 
Quebec. It wis t.ost important thai io 
all matters :ffectiny local interests only. 
the Local Legial.turc should be the sole 
arbiter; aud 1b was nov for him or the 
House to determine the policy or impolicy 
of the law in ques.iou. Lhe law had been 
six months in Cperation, and if it should 
be ound injarious the Local Legislature 
had power to iepeal or amend it Was it 
not .nly fair io give New Brunswick the 
credii of desiring to iegislate for the in- 
teiest 01 the Frovince and the Dominion ? 
The positicn of tas matter in Cntario and 
Quevee hu! not been brought about im- 
mediately, tur biood had flowed in the 
streets of Moutreal and very vivter relig.ous 
feeling exioted before the system that pro. 
duced so much hariwony was adop.ed; 
and thereiore had nut New Brunswick a 
riyht .o ueal with the matter and to re~ 
medy any evil she migit have produced ? 
He did not desire io interfere with the 
religiuus senviments of any one, tor if there 
was any right which a man was entitled to 
exercise in his own way, it was the right 
to worshi, God in accordance with his own 
views. In New Biunswick there was a 
large nuinber of people wio believed that 
the public school ought to be carried on 
for the good cf all sections aid clasres, 
without distinction or differences. Wifh 
reference to religious belief, a large num- 
ber believe it to te desirable to separate 
religious instructions from the secular al 
together, and it did seem lessening the 
dignity and character of re.igion to teach 
it iu the same way asa rule of arithmetic 
or grammai. Ili was not religion learned 
at achool thit controlled men in their 
after life, Lut rather the lessons learned in 
tueir homes from mothers’ lips, which, 
when they were about to forget all that 
was right and honourable, blazed up like 
w bezcon light aud warned them of their 
danger. While this was largely believed, 
there was uo desire to interfere with tuix 
ticn at private schools or Sunday echools, 
abd when tie people of New Brunswick, 
actuated by this feeling, passed the law in 
questivn after years of study, they said, 
* let us put the principle into force and try 
it. and if wrong it cin ‘e altered,’’ and he 
asked that New Brunswick might not bede- 
prived of the honor of remedying the wrong, 
if wrong had been done. He was about 
tO move au amendment which was based 
on the view that ib was the constitution: 
right of the Province of New Brunswick to 


Hon. Col. Gray. 


[COMMONS ] 


Law, N. B. 760 | 


legislate on the subject of education, as 
the British North America Act in express 
language decided that such should be the 
case. Hecould understand that if a Local 
Legislature should frame a decidedly im- 
moral law or One decidedly injurious to the 
interests of the Dominion at large, it would 
then be the duty of the Dominion Parlias 
ment to interfere; but unless such were 
clearly shown Parliament had no right to 
interfere. There was another point to be 
borne in mind. The New Brunswick Les 
gislature sat for several sessions between 
the time of the Quebec resolutions and 
the operation of iue British No:th America 
Act, during which time both the present 
Minister of Customs and the member for 
Gloucester were in office, and although 
the Legislature knew that the Act would 
contain u clause that any separate school 
system in operation at the time of Union 
should not aiterwards be aftected, it did 
not choose to pass any law organizing a 
system of separate schools. This was an 
important fact to be considered in connec- 
tion with the matter, as it must be assum- 
ed that up to that time there was no exx 
pression of opinion to show the Legislature 
that such a system was desired by the peo 
ple. The amendment which he shou:d 
move was as follows:—‘ That it is essen= 
tial to the peace and prosperity of the 
Dominion of Canada that the constitus 
tional rights of the several Provinces shall 
be inno way impaired by theaction of this 
Parlizment, that the law passed by the 
Local Legislature of New Brunswick re. 
specting common schools is strictly within 
the limiis of its constitutional power, and 
it is amenable to be repealed or altered by 
the Local Legislature should it prove ins 
jurious or unsatisfactory in its vperation; 
that not having yet been in force for six 
months, and no injury to the interests of 
the Dominion having been shewn to result 
therefrom, the House does not deem it 
pioper to interfere with the advice that 
may be tendeied to His Excellency the 
Governor-General, by the responsible min. 
isiers of the crown, respecting the New 
Brunswick school law.’’ He referred to 
tiie matter of the insolvent law and theacet 
respecting « court of divorce, in both of 
which matters New. Brunswick had not 
been justly dealt with ; and now again ala 
though the act was declared to be consti- 
tutional by the highest law authority © 
the counwry, Parliament was again about 
to interfere. If this were done, how were 
the advocates of Confederation to meet 
their constituents at the coming elections? 
They would be charged with being over 
ruled by Canada anu allowing the interests 
of New Brunswick to be tritled with, and 
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he asked the friends of Confederation to 
pause before they gave reason for such a 
charge. He deprecated at the same 


_ time all appeal to religious feeling He 


then went on to state that the Legis- 
lature of Canada had no _ constitu- 
tional right to mterfere, for there was 
nothing to show that the act would be in- 
jurious to the Dominion. If, theretore, it 
was constitutional and had not operated 


_ disadvantageously to the interests of the 


Dominion, and if it was open to the Local 
Parliament to amend it, upon what prin- 
ciple could Pariiament interfere? Anda it 
was for the interests of the Dominion that 
Parliament should pause before they 
created any feeling of dissatisfaction and 


distrust and want of confidence in the 


minds of the people of the Lower Provin- 
ces with reference to their rights under 
the present constitution. The dissatisfac- 
tion that previously existed was now pass~ 
ing away, because the people believed 
that they were dealt with fairly and hon- 


— ourably; and although they knew their 


representatives were numerically small, 


_ they believed there was a principle otf 


justice and fair play which would protect 


them. Did the House wish that that con- 
- fidence should be destroyed ? Confidence 


once destroyed was hard to be regained. 
New Provinces were coming in and they 
might learn from the present action that 


_ there was no security that their rights 
would be preserved, and they might come 


to the conclusion that the step they had 


- taken in entering the Union had been too 
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_ hasty. 


It was important that the question 
should have the most careful considera~ 
tion. The old and the new laws were not 
so very different -after all. The substan- 
tial charge was that under the one there 
was compulsory assessment and under the 
Other voluntary assessment. Under the 
old law, on the application of freeholders 
to the trustees of schcols, the latter were 
bound to call a meeting of the inhabitants 
of the district, and if a majority deter- 
mined that they would have a school, such 
decision was declared legal, and the assess— 
ment was made. The law provided that 
an assessment of thirty cents per head 
should be made on every individual for 
the maintenance and support of the 
schools. Further, there were certain 
privileges under the new law which did 
not formerly exist, as they had now the 
power to elect the trustees directly from 
the people. He did not, however, think 
the question was one tu he decided by the 
House, but he desired to show that it was 
a mistake to suppose that there was such 
a great difference between the two laws. 
If the latter was bad, the former was bad 
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also. He then quoted the provisions of the 
two acts in reference to religious institu. 
tions ; the old one enjoining on teachers the 
duty of inculcating the principles of Christi- 
anity. morality and justice, and the new 
act simply providing that the schools 
should be non-sectarian. 
It being six o’clock, the House rose, 


AFTER RECESS, 
BILLS ADVANCED. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN moved the reading 
of the bill from the Senate to amend the 
vei Eranele and Megantic Railway.—Car~ 
ried. 

The following private bills were then 
read a second time and passed through 
Committee of the Whole without amenda 
ment :—An Act to incorporate the Inland 
Marine Fire Insurance Company of Canada 
—Mr. Kirkpatrick; An Act to incorporate 
the Bank of Acadia—Mr. Forbes; An Act 
to incorporate the Kank of St. John Hon. 
Mr. Tilley; An Act to incorporate the 
Anchor Marine Insurance Company—Mr. 
Gibbs. 

‘the last two were read a third time and 
passed. 


NEW BRUNSWICK SCHOOL LAW. 


Col. GRAY then resumed his speech on 
the New Brunswick school qnestion. He 
said a question of this nature shoold be 
settled upon principle and not upon 
details. It might be that the construction 
placed upon the bill passed by the New 
Brunswick Legislature by the Board of 
Education of that Province was stronger 
than was intended. If that was the case 
a remedy could be easily applied, and the 
action of the Board could be cancelled if it 
had exceeded its power. ‘That would be 
the proper course to pursue, instead of 
bringing the matter before this House 
and asking the Government to disallow 
the bill altogether. He earnestly ap- 
pealed to the House to consider carefully 
before acting in that way and interfering 
with legislation which was clearly within 
the constructional right of the Provin< 
cial Legislature. To do that would create 
distrust in the stability of our institu- 
tions and want of faith in the fairness 
of the general admiaistration. {he conse- 
quences might be very deplorable, and he 
trusted the House would agree with him 
as to the imoropriety of taking so grave a 
step which might have such a disastrous 
result in future. He concluded by move 
ing his amendment. 

Hon Mr. CHAUVHAU said that having 
devoted a great portion of his life to the 
solution of problems of this kind he could 
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not remain silent. He would have pre- 
ferred if the Catholics of New Brunswick 
had fallen back upon their own Legislature, 
and if the question had not been brought 
before this Parliament. It had, however. 
been brought up for consideration and 
there were only two things for the House 
to do—to consider whether it had the pow- 
er to do what was asked and to determine 
whether the thing asked was right. The 
spirit of the constitution under which we 
had lived siace the Confederation was to 
maintain the statu quo of the various re- 
ligious ministers in the different Provinces 
(Hear hear.) ‘The spirit of the constitu- 
tion was not only that, but it was in favor 
of inviting still more liberal legislation on 
questions of this kind than existed at that 
time. He agreed with the last speaker 
that the House should noi look too closely 
into details, but determine the question 
upon principle ; and it was with that view 
that he desired to approach it. If the 
spirit of the constitution was as he had 
stated, and he read fron the British North 
Anerica Act to sustain this view of it, 
then it could not be affirmed that the 
legislation of New Brunswick, which de- 
clared that all schools should be nonssec- 
tarian, was in accordance with that spirit. 
He maintained that the non-sectarian 
principle could not be successfully ap- 
plied to any educational system where 
any portion of the population was Catholic. 
In Ontario where it had been tried under 
the most favourable circumsiances 1t had 
failed and it had also failed in Ireland, in 
Prussia, and wherever else it had been 
attempted. Non-sectarian education 
meant for Catholics no education at all, or 
asystem which was utterly repugnant to 
their conscience and hostile to the Church 
to which they ‘belonged. To enforce it, 
to make them contribute taxes to sustain 
it, would cause great dissatisfaction and a 
widespread feeling that they were wronged 
and foully dealt with. He admitted to 
those who went in for State rights, and he 
was not the leasi of them, that there was a 
weighty and formidable objection to the 
House interfering with Provincial legisia- 
tion. He admitted that to veto such le- 
gislation was to be avoided—it is be 
avoided ; but it was a question of two 
evils, either of allowing the minority in 
New Brunswick to suffer under a grevious 
wrong, or to apply such remedy as was 
Within the power of the House to afford. 
The Parliament of the Dominion had 
enough to do to legislate upon. those 
great economic questions which affected 
all the Provinces alike. It had enough to 
do te deal with the various subjects which 
come more immediately within its juris- 
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diction, without being called upon to 
inte tere with the action of the Local legis- 
latures. If the minority in New Brunswick 
were placed in thesame position as_ that 
which was Occupied by the minority in 
Quebec, and given the same rights as — 
the majority in that Province had cheer- 
fully accorded to the Protestant minority, — 
he was sure it would effectually banish © 
from Parliamentfor the the future ques, © 
tions which if they were allowed to con- 
tinue open, would giverise to an unseemly — 
and unnecessary and: dangerous agitation. — 
He moved in amendment that all after — 
the word ‘‘ that ’* in the motion be struck 
out and the following substituted, “an — 
humble address be presented to Her Ma- 
jesty praying that shewill be pleased to © 
cause an Act to be passed amending the — 
British North America Act of 1867 in the — 
sense in which this House believed it to 
be intended at the time of the passing — 
of the said Act, by providing that every 
religious denomination in the provinces — 
of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia shall 
continue to possess all such rights, ad-~ 
vantages and privileges, with regard to © 
their schools as such denominations en- 
joyed in those Provinces at the time of © 
the passing of the Act, and to the same 
extent as if suchrights, advantages and 
privileges had been then duly esta>lished — 
by law.’’ . 
Mr. SMIUH (Westmoreland,) thought 
the question a serious one, as revoking a 
chaage of the constitution: and as the 
amendment to the amendment had been © 
spruag on the House without notice, he 
hoped the courtesy would be extended to — 
him and other members representing New © 
Brunswick of adjourning the debate. | 
Mr. CONNELL agreed with the views — 


Mr. BJLTUN also desired, considering © 
the importance of the debate, that it 
should be adjourned. 

Hon. Mr. (; HAUVEAU said he had only 
moved anamendment te the amendment 
He could have no objection to the ad- 
journment if the hon. members who had 
made other motions had none. 

Mr. COSTIGAN would not object to the © 
adjournment if it was understood that it 
would not interfere with a vote being 
taken on the original motion. 

Mr. ANGLIN suggested that as there 
were several other important bills which 
might very well occupy the attention of 
the House to-nigut, and as the present 
subject would be all the beter for fuller 
consideration, that the debate stand as _ 
the first order of the day on Monday. 
He said the amendment of the hon. meme 
ber for Quebec did not coincide with the 
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views he had expfessed in his speech to 
_ the House; andifa declaratory act were 
_ passed by the Imperial Parliament em- 
_ bodying the suggestions contained in the 
_ hon. member’s amendment, it would not 
_ place the Catholics of New Brunswick in 
_ any better position than they now occus 
_ pied. 
Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the re- 
- quest of the hon. member for Westmore- 
_ land appeared to be a reasonable one, but 
_ it was one that was altogether within the 
_ power of the Houseto grantor refuse, 
_ This matter was not a Government mea- 
_ sure. (Opposition, ironical cheers.) This 
_ was nota Government day, and all the 
_ motions that were before the House upon 
_ the subject were in the hands of private 
members. It was a matter, therefore, 
_ that could be settled by the whole House. 


ae 


_ So far as he was concerned, the movers of 


_ the original motion and of the amend» 
_ ments being satisfied, he had no objecticn 
_ to an adjournment of the debate. He 
_ would point out, however, that it could 
not be resumed on Monday, if it was to 
receive the consideration the importance 
of the question demanded, for he knew 
that many members would be absent on 
that day. 
_ fulldiscussion and fair play, the debate 


sured 
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_ ought tobe fixed for Wednesday, and if 
7 the hon. member for Westmoreland would 
_ move to that effect he would have the floor 


_ on that day. 

Hon. Mr. DORION said it would take 
_ more than one night to discuss the question 
_ and it would perhaps be as well to begin 
_ Monday, with the understanding that a 
vote would be taken on Wednesday. 

_ Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER. —But many 
_ members will be away. 

___ Hon. Sir J. AA MACDONALD — Yes, and 
_ they will want to hear the debate soas to 
_ Know how to vote. (Hear hear.) 

Mr. IRVINE said that the delay might 
_ extend so far as to go beyond the period 
_ within whica the New Brunswick Act might 
_be disallowed hy the Government. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said there 
was no fear of that. There was ample 
time. 

_. Hon: Mr. CHAUVEAU, before the ad. 
_journment of the debate, wished to say a 
_ few words in reference to what had fallen 
_frm the hon. member for Gloucester, whose 
complimentary allusion to himselt he Mr. 
_Chauveau acknowledged. ‘The hon. mem- 
_ber would find that, if bis amendment 
were carried, the rights of the Catholics 
_of New Brunswick would be safe, and that 
they would continue to enjoy all the prix 
vileges they possessed at the time of Con- 
federation. He did not wish the remark 
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of.the hon. member to go to the country, 
pending the resuraption of the debate, 
without a word of protest on his part. 

The motion to adjourn the debate was 
then agreed to. 


INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY GUAGE, 


The further consideration of the propos- 
ed motion of Mr Bodwell that the House 
should resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to consider a resolution declaring 
it desirable to adopt the four feet eight 
and a half inch gauge in construction of 
the Intercolonial Railway, was resumed 
by 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER. He said that the pro- 
posal to change the gauge.of the Interco« 
Jonial would involve thecountry in a very 
large expenditure, and this would be to 
accomplish a very different object from 
that which he believed the House had in 
view. He would ask the House whether 
any person would propose to change the 
guage of the Grand Trunk Railway. The 
desire of that Company to change its 
guage did not arise in the least degree in 
consequence of the superiority of the 
narrow over the broad, but trom the sim~ 
ple fact that in consequence of the narrow 
guage being the American guage, a change 
of guage on the Grand Trunk Railway 
would facilitate intercourse between the 
railways on the other side of the line, so 
promoting the business and the traffic of 
the country and the prosperity of the 
road. ‘The smallest amount necessary to 
make the change now proposed was $1,000, - 
000, and the Government would have to 
provide for additional taxation to the 
amount, and instead of facilitating inters 
course, it would simply give the Inter+ 
colonial a different gauge from any laying 
within two hundred miles of it. It would 
be just as reasonable if the Intercolonial 
were narrow gauge to-day to change it to 
the broad as it would be to change the 
Grand Trunk Railway from the broad to 
the narrow. Until a change was made in 
the Grand Trunk Railway and the Western 
Union, ‘no more unfair or injudicious use 
of public money could be made than 
the present proposition would involve. 
The effect would be to realize the worst 
prediction of those who believed that the 
Intercolonial would not have a large trafic, 
and also to increase the cost of transpor- 
tation and to do all the House could do to 
reduce the traffic of the Intercolonial to 
the smallest amount possible. There was 
A great necessity was felt 
in the city of Halifax and throughout Nova 
Scotia to open the railway from Ambherst 
to Truro, which would complete the conx 
nection between St. John and Halifax, and 
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to open that portion of the Intercolonial, 
the mileage now required to connect the 
Southern and North American line with 
the city of Halifax. 1t would not be right 
that the House should pass a vote on this 
question without being inforwed that that 
road, which it was expected would be 
opened by the Ist September, and about 
which there was the greatest possible 
anxiety in Nova Scotia that it should be 
opened as early as possible, would not if 
the resolution was carried be opened dur- 
ing the year. 

Mr. SHANLY believed that to make a 
change on the Intercolonial was beginning 
at the wrong end, and would postpone in. 
definitely a change of gauge on those rail- 
ways where it was most important, namely, 
on the Grand [runk Railway and other 
Western railways. In the earlier part of 
the debate, the member for Montreal had 
stated that the stock of some American 
lines had increased rapidly in value in 
consequence of a change of gauge from the 
broad to the marrow. He considered that 
avery strong argument why the Intercox 
lonial should not be changed. He admit- 
ted that the wide gauge was the most in~ 
convenient, and therefore it should be left 
at the portion of the railway system where 
the minimum amount of traffic would be 
met with. He could well understand that 
the cost of the change would be fully the 
amount estimated. His view was, that 
unless they kept some portion of the sys» 
tem on the broad gauge and so enable it 
gradually to absorb the broad gauge stock, 
they would never bring about what he 
thought most desirable, viz: a change of 
gauge throughout the whole Dominion to 
the narrow gauge, because the cost was 
too great for the Grand Trunk and other 
lines to change their stock. He believed 
it would have been fortunate if no con- 
tracts for rolling stock for the Intercolo- 
nial had been given out, and if arrange 
ments had been entered into to buy the 
stock of the Grand Trunk Railway and 
other broad gauge lines, and so enable 
those companies to build narrow gauge 
stock The mere change of gauge was 
comparatively inexpensive, but the cost of 
building new stock was enormous. It wes 
no doubt a great mistake to adopt the 
broad gauge in the country at the first, 
but it would only perpetuate the mistake 
to adopt the narrow gauge on the Inter. 
colonial. He hoped the House would view 
the matter in this way. for he believed 
that one of the greatest benefits that would 
result from the construction of the Inter. 
colonial was that it would enable the 
adoption of the narrow gauge throughout 
the country. 
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Mr. WORKMAN said the arguments of 
the member for Grenville had’ convinced 
him. He had been in favour of the narrow _ 
gauge for ths Intercolonial at first, but — 
could not press his views after the state — 
ments he had heard. j 
Mr. ANGLIN said he could not see that — 
anything would be gained by making the 
change, and a large amount might be lost. — 
The connections with the Intercolonial 
were all broad, and he could not assume ~ 
the responsibility of compelling the Gov _ 
ernment to change the gauge. 
Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) re- 
gretted that the question of the gauge had 
never been discussed by a scientific board — 
of engineers. We could not place much 
reliance on the opinions of engineers who 
are self-styled civil engineers, but who — 
never have been examined by a proper 
board, as was required in the Old Coun- — 
try, and as was required here in the legal, 
medical and other professions. The ques- | 
tion of gauges had been in dispute and 
various views had been entertained. but | 
the point in Europe, about which there ~ 
was no difference, was that the four feet 4 
eight and a half inches gauge was, taken © 
all in all, the best, and the Great Western 
Railway of England had been changed — 
from seven feet to four feet eight and a — 
halt inches, experience having shown that 
a narrower gauge was better than a broad — 
one. We were told now that it would cost _ 
a million of dollars to change the gauge of — 
the Intercolonial, but he was not prepared 


to advocate the expenditure of this 
amount. q 
Mr, A. P. MACDONALD said the best 
evidence had been adduced by the Minis 
ter of Public Works that it would cost a 
million of doliars to change the gauge. — 
Now it would cost five times as much in 
five years. He maintained that now was _ 
the time to change the gauge. Another | 
rail could be laid. It was a Government 
road and laying the third rail would entail 
no loss to the Government, for when the — 
rails of the broad giuge wore out, the nar 
row gauge could then be used. 
Mr. CURRIER said there was notamem- — 
ber in the House who did not believe that 
the chanze on the Intercolonial would even. — 
tually have to ba made, but he thought 
the proper time was to do it now and not — 
let it go on, as it would only cost a million 
more if done at once but when the line 
was completed it would cost very much — 
more. 
Mr. CUMBERLAND said the nearness of 
the Canadian to the American system 
would ultimately necessitate a community 
of gauge and the whole area of the couniry 
in the course of say from twelve to fifteen | 
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or twenty years. would have its gauge 
changed. The highest locomotive autho- 
rity in England had assured him (Mr. Cum. 
berland) that there was no economy in the 
narrow gauge and that he had been able te 
produce cheaper results per ton on a wid) 
than on a narrow gauge. The real, true 
and indisputable reason for our adopting 
the four feet eight and a-half gauge was 
to bring us into railway communion with 
the United States, and not because any- 
thing more could be gained or that there 
was any greater advantage in the narrow 
than in the broader gauge. 

Mr. BODWELL did not see how it could 
be that the change proposed would involve 
an expenditure of $1,000.000. A very 
small extent of track had been laid, and 
there would be no additional expenses in- 
curred in laying a narrow than a broad. 
The amount of rolling stock yet built 
was very small, while the engines were 
said to be capable of use on the narrow 
gauge at avery small expense, and there 
could be no greater expense in building 
narrow than broid gauge stock. The 
question of the rival gauges had been 
thoroughly investigated in England. In 
1846 a commission enquired into the mat- 
ter, and they decided that the narrow 
gauge was the better and most economical 
and they recommended the narrow gauge 
to be adopted in future. He quoted the 


‘authority of English engineers on the sub- 


ject to show that the narrow gauge was 
preferable both in the construction and. 
working. He argued that a very great 
saving would be effected by the adoption 
of the narrow gauge and said it was ad- 
mitted by all that the change would have to 
be made ultimately. The Grand Trunk 
Railway were already making a commence: 
ment which would lead to a chanze 
throughout its extent, and he quoted the 
language of the President of the Grand 
Trunk Railway, and Captain Tyler, to the 


effect that the broad gauge of the Inter. 


colonial was little short of madness, and 
that the Pacific, the Grand Trunk Railway 
and the Intercolonial should be a uniform 
narrow gauge. He believed that it wou!d 
be advisable to put a third rail on the 
Nova Scotia lines to accommodate a nar- 
row gauge on the Intercolonial. The ex- 
pense might be large. but it would be in 
the interests of the country, and the Gov~ 
ernment ought to grapple with the ques- 
tion at once. 

Mr. BOT TON cculd not understand the 
reasoning adopted by some hon. members. 
We were now connected with the United 
States at Bangor, and the gauge vould 
have to be changed at several points of 
connection with the United States. Surely 
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if the gauge has to be changed, as it will 
have, the time was todo it now, and to 
prepare for it at once. 

Hon. Dr TUPPER said if the change of 
gauge were made now, there was nocon- 
necting American line within 200 miles of 
the Intercolonial. Doubtless one was in- 
tended to be built. as the hon. member for 
oe had said, but it was hypotheti- 
cal. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZI®E said the entire 
theory on which the Intercolonial was 
built was that there should be an un- 
broken gauge between New York and 
Halifax. 

Hon. Mr. HOWE said the Government 
went into the question at first with the 
greatest possible care, and they found 
that the Grand Trunk Railroad was in no 
position. to change their gauze, and of 
course the House would not sanstion any 
assistance to them for that purpose. A 
change now would invoke a great expendi- 
ture and would be most inconvenient 

Mr. CHTPMAN would vote against the 
proposition because 4 change would involve 
an increased expenditure, and would de- 
lay the completion of the road, while the 
roals in connection were on the broad 
gauge principle, and great inconvenience 
would result if the Intercolonial were on 
the narrow gauge. 

The members were then called in and 
the motion declared lost on the following 
division :—yeas 51. nays 88. 

YEAS.—Messrs Bechard, Blake, Bodwell, Bol- 
ton, Bowell, Burpee, Cameron [Huron], Car- 
michael, Cartwright, Cheval, Coupal, Currier, 
Delorme, [St Hyacinthe], Dorion, Drew, Ferris, 
Fortier, Fournier, Geoftrion, Godin, Hagar, Jones 
fHalifax], Kempt, Killam, Macdonald {Middle- 
sex], Mackenzie, Magill, McDougall, Mills, Oliver, 
Paquet, Pelletier, Pickard. Pozer, Redford, Ross 
(Dundas], Ross (Prince Edward) Ross [Welling- 
fon, O. R.], Rymal, Scatcherd, Snider, Stirton, 
Tremblay, Wallace [Albert], Wells, White [Hal- 
ton], White [East Hastings], Whitehead, Wood, 
Wright (York, Ontario], Young.—Total yeas, 51. 

NAySs—Messrs. Anglin, Archambeault, Barthe, 
Beatty. Beaubien, Bellerose, Benoit, Bertrand, 
Blanchet, Bown, Brousseau, Cameron (Inverness), 
Carling, Caron, Cartier, (Sir G.), Cayley, Chau- 
veau, Chipman, Cimon, Coffin, Colby, Costigan, 
Cumberland, Vaoust, DeCosmos, Dobbie Forbes, 
Tortier, Gaucher, Gaudet, Gendron, Gibbs, Grant, 
Grover, Heath, Hincks (Sir F.), Houghton, Howe, 
Hon. G. Irvine, Jackson, Jones (Leeds and Gren- 
ville), Keeler, Lacerte, Langevin, Hon. H., Lang- 
‘ois, Lapum, Little, Sir J. A. Macdonald, Masson 
fSoulanges}], Masson_ (Terrebonne), MeDougall 
[Three Rivers], McKeaghney, Merritt, Moffatt, 
Morris, Hon. ., Morrison (Niagara), Munro, 
Nathan, Nelson, O’Connor, Percy, Pinsonneault, 
Pope, Hon. J., Pouliot, Ray, Renaud, Robitaille, 
Ross (Champlain), Ross (Victoria, N. S.), Ryan 
(Kings, N. B.), Ryan (Montreal), Shanly, Simard, 
Smith [Westmoreland], Sproat, Stephenson, 
Street, Sylvian, Thompson, Tilley, Hon. Mr, 
Tourangeau, 7Tupper, Hon, Dr., Wallace (Van- 
eouver Island), Walsh, Webb, Wilson, Work- 
man, Wright [Ottawa Co.]—Total nays, 88. 


GENERAL ELECTIONS. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE moved the second 
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reading of the bill to provide for holding 
elections at any general election'on one 
and the same day. He said the principle 
involved was not a new one. but had been 
considered by the House last session, when 


it was rejected by a narrow majority in a 
He hoped that a further con- 
sideration would lead the House to the 
conclusion that the bill would accomplish 
the object for which general elections were 
held. namely, that the sense of the people 
might be taken in the freest manner, as 
to the choice of their representatives, and 
who should control the affairs of the coun- 
try. There could be no doubt that hold- 
ing elections on the same day was condu« 
The principle was 
already adopted in Nova Scotia and Ons 
tario, and as the representatives of those 
Provinces formed a large proportion of the 
House, there was 2 decided expression of 
The Provinces of 
British Columbia and Manitoba, and the 
District of Algoma, were excepted from 
the operation of the bill, in consideration 
of the distance and the difficulties of com- 
munication, but this was a mere matter of 
detail and did not affect the principle in- 
volved. The question was how could the 
freedom of the people’s choice be best 
promoted. The present system gave to 
the Government of the daya very large 


thin House. 


cive toa free choice. 


opinion on the subject. 


advantage, and his bill would, therefore 
no doubt, be resisted until it was torced 


upon the Government by the strength of 


public opinion. He trusted that the at- 
tention of the members of the House, 
and of those who desired to hecome mem- 
bers, would he attracted to the question, 
so that if the measure should not now be 
carried they might return with a clear un. 
derstanding of the feeling of the country. 
There were many electors who were so 
undefined in party politics that they were 
generally inclined to vote on the winning 
side, and it was well known that great 
evils resulted from the system of two days’ 
polling, for every one who had run an 
election knew that the most strenuous 
efforts were made to poll votes early in 
the day, and it was a known saying that 
‘‘a vote before twelve was worth two 
after.’”’ If all elections were held on one 
and the same day, the people would 
have a much better chance than now of 
freely expressing thei» will, and the Gov-~ 
ernment of the day would be deprived of 
the advantages they now possessed. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
hon. gentleman admitted very candidly in 
movinz the reading that he did not exnect 
that the bill would be carried. He was 
opposed to the principle of the bill alto-— 
gether. He thought it was un- British, 
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and that it was an obstructicn to the great 
principle which underlay the whole system 
of the qualitication of voters, and an ob» 


Elections. 


struction to the proper exercise of the — 
At the next Parliament he — 


franchise, 
hoped to discuss this bill and point out to 


the satisfaction of the House the objec- — 


tions to the principles of the bill; but he 
objected to it now because it ought not 
to be introduced this session. The matter 
was settled last session for the express 
purpose of regulating the elections, and 
on that account he should oppose this and 


every other attempt to change the law — 


regulating the ensuing elections. He 
moved that the bill be not now read a 
second time, but that it be read a second 
time six months hence. 

Mr. MILLS thought the desire to secure 
freedom of election was sufficient support 
for the bill, so that the Government should 
have no undue advantage. If the argu- 


ment of the First Minister was correct, no — 


two elections should take place on the 
same day, because the right of a voter in 
two districts would be interfered with. 
‘he hon. gentleman had recognized a dif. 
ferent state of things in Canada from that 
in England in accepting the principle of 
the representation by population. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the only reasons 
for there being no argument was that there 
was no argument against the bill. As to 
the question of the matter being altogether 
settled last year, the hon gentleman must 
have forgotten that he himself was to bring 
in a2 measure as to the elections in British 
Columbia and Manitoba. The next pros 
position was that it was un-British. It 
was hard to know what was un-British to- 
day, and the phrase to-morrow had no 
meaning. The hon gentleman objected 
that double votes could not be given. 
How many double votes were there? lt 
was known that they were a mere drop in 
the bucket. They did not pretend to put 
forth perfect laws; but the objection as to 
double votes was without weight. Look-« 
ing to the freedom of expression of the 
people, the bill ought to be read a second 
time, 


The members were called in, and the 
motion that the bill be read a second time 
this day six months, was carried on the 
following division : — Yeas, 81 ; nays, 51. 

YEAS.—Mesgsrs, Archambeault, Beaty, Beau- 
bien, Bellerose, Benoit, Bertrand, Blanchette, 
Bown, Brousseau, Cameron [Inverness], Carling, 
Caron, Cartier [Sir George], Cayley, Chauveau, 
Cimon, Colby, Costigan, numberland, Currier, 
Daoust, DeCosmos, Drew. Fortin, Gaucher, Gau- 
det, Gendron, Gibbs, Gray, Grover, Heath, 
Howe, Irvine, Jackson, Keeler, Killam, Kirkpat- 
rick, Lacerte, Langevin, Langlois, Lapum, Little, 
Macdonald, Sir John A., Macdonald [Lun enburg], 
McDonald [Middlesex], Masson [Soulanges], 


: oS 


, 


_ Moffatt, Morris, Morrison [N iagara], 


Rymal, Scatcherd, Smith [ 
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_ Ross [Champlain], Ryan [Kings, N A gs 
a aien West], Shanly, Simard, Smith [Sel- 


Jones [Halifax], Jones 
Mackenzie, Magill, McDougali [Renfrew], Mills, 


- will of the people at fixed intervals. 


The 


Masson [Terrebonne], McKeaghney, Merritt, 
Munroe, 
I Picard, Pin- 
Pouliot, Renaud Robitaille, 


Ryan 


Nathan, Nelson, O’Connor, Perry, 
sonneault, Pope, 


kK], Sproat, Stephenson, Street, Sylvain 
Thompson [Cariboo], Tilley, Tourangeau, Tup- 
iat Wallace [Vancouver Island], Walsh, Webb, 


son. Total—sl. 


NaAys.— Messrs. Anglin, Barthe, Bechard 
Blake, Bodwell, -Bourassa, Burpee, Cameron 
{Huron}, Carmichael, Cheval, Coftin, Coupal, 

elorme [St. Hyacinthe], Dorion, Ferris, Forbes, 
Fortier, Fournier, Geofirion, Godin, Hagar, Joly, 
{Leeds and Grenville], 
Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier, Pickard, Pozer, Ray, 
Redford, Ross [Dundas], Ross [Prince Edward], 
Ross [Victoria, N. S.], Ross eae C. R.], 

L estmoreland], Sni- 
der, Stirton, Tiemblay, Wallace [Albert], Wells, 
Whitehead, Wood, Workman, Wright [York, 
W.R.], Young. Total—dl. 


THE SENATE. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE moved the second read- 
ing of the bill securing the independence of 
the Senate. He said that he had proposed 
@ measure of this kind last session, but the 


- vote then taken was not a true test of the 


Opinion of the House upon it. When he 
proposed that measure, he had endeavour- 
ed to point out that it was of extreme im. 


_ portance to this House that some step 


should be taken in the direction he sug- 
gested. The constitution of the Senate was 
not very satisfactory, and the dissatisfac- 
tion regarding it was, he thought, increasing 
but those who discussed that question a 


while ago upon the motion of the hon. 


member for Bodwell had pointed out some 


_ Of the difficulties in the way of changing 


the present constitution of that body. It 
did appear to him (Mr. Blake) thav all the 


_ arguments that applied to the necessity of 


preserving the indepenence of the House 
of Commons, applied a fortiori, to the 
Senate. That body was not like the 
Commons, subject to an expression of the 
If in 
the absence of a law regulating the in- 
dependence of this House, any member 
should accept an ofice of emolument under 
the Crown, his constituents, when a dis- 
solution took place, would have an oppor- 
tunity of rejecting him if they thought 
he had placed himself in a position in. 
compatible with the proper discharge 
of the duties he owed to them. ‘hat 
security, however, had been found in- 
adequate and by consequence, knowing 
their weakness and liability to err, knows 
ing the difficulties that would arise from 
the absence of a more stringent law, the 
members of this House had passed a law 
recognizing the propriety of the seat of any 
member being at once vacated who should 
place himself in the position of accepting 
an office of emolument. The Ministers, 
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when they secured that law, thought it 
would sufficiently secure the independenee 
of this House; but there had occurred, as 
there would occur whenever a breach of a 
well understood rule took place, a shock- 
ing example to the country, and bis hon. 
friend, the member from St. John, was 
that example. (Laughter.) That example 
was so shocking indeed that Ministers 
themselves in passing the Act, to which 
he had referred, promised last session to 
bring down a bill by which they acknow- 
ledged that it was necessary to protect 
hon. members against the seductions of 
the Government, by making Ministers in- 
capable of seducing, and by placing the 
law ina much more rigid state; and the 
House acknowledged its imperfections, 
acknowledged its liability, acknowledged 
the propriety of removing all chance of 
seductions, by passing the bill unanimously. 
That was the state of the law now with 
reference to the Commons; but with refer~ 
ence to the Senate, which had been estabo 
lished to a certain extent upon the repres 
sentative principle with reference to the 
various provinces of the Dominion ; which 
was managed upon the theory that there 
was a certain number of Senators to be 
chosen from each province in order that 
the interests of each province might be 
protecteu, which was constituted, so far as 
the Province of Quebec was concerned, 
upon a theory which still further recog- 
nized the principle of representation, the 
Senate which occupied the important 
place theoretically in our constitution, 
which was responsible to the people and 
the country, but which was chesen by the 
Crown and members of which being ap- 
pointed for life were not subject to be 
punished by dismissal as the members of 
tae Commons were, had no protection for 
the independence in the same way that 
this House was protected. The law so 
stood that 2 man who would not be allow. 
ed to take a seat in this House, or retain 
it while in the pay of the Government 
might be sent to the Senate, and this was 
a flaw in the Constitution which would 
allow Ministers to reward men who 
served them in the Commons by giving 
them oftices of emolument and seats in 
the other branch of the Legislature if they 
were unable tocunvince their constituents 
that their acceptance of office was in the 
interests of the public. He mentioned 
the case of one member of the House who 
had been so appointed and who, being a 
Senator, still drew pay from the Govern. 
ment, and he thought that practices of 
this kind cast a stigma upon the Senate to 
which it ought not to be subjected He 
submitted, therefore, that a case had been 
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made out by the action of the Goverament 
which entitled the House to say that this 
was an evil that ought to be redressed, 
Hon, Sr JUHN A. MACDONALD said 
the hon. gentleman had correctly stated 
that the Senators were responsible to the 
country and to the people. They were 
individually and collectively responsible, 
aS was every man that held a position 
which imposed public duties upon him 
ut they were responsible in precisely the 
same way and to the same degree that the 
flouse of Lords was responsible to the 
people of England. The only difference 
between the House of Peers in Mngland 
and the House of Peers in Canada, for the 
latter was also a Hcuse of Peers, was that 
in England the Peers transmitted their 
honors and their responsibilities to their 
children, whereas ours did not, but as long 
as a peer lived his duties were precisely 
similar to thuse of a Senator in Canada, 
neither move nor less, and he (Sir John) 
ventured to say that the doctrine the hon, 
gentleman had laid down in his attack 
upon the Senate were, to repeat what he 
had formerly stated, un-British, as well as 
un-called for. The hon. genileman had 
said that great progress was making in 
England, and that what was British one 
day might be un-British next. Well it 
was not at all impossible that within the 
life time of the hon, member the same 
principle would be adopted in Enyland 
that now prevailed in Canada, and that the 
peeraze instead of being hereditary would 
be made a peerage for life. In that case 
the position of the Senate and the House 
ot Lords would be precisely the same. 
gjHon. Mr. BLAKE—No, 
¢, Hon. Sir J, A. MACDONALD—The hon. 
gentleman had said ‘ no,’’ because he (Sir 
John) presumed that the representative 
principle was to a certain extent acknow- 
ledged in those clauses of the British 
North American Act which consiituted 
the Senate. He would ask, however, 
whether that principle was not acknow- 
lea also in the House of lords, in regard 
to the Irish and Scotch Peers; and in fact 
whether the three great divisions of the 
United Kingdom were not as much repres 
sented in the House of Lords as the Pro- 
vinces of Canada were represented in the 
Senate. The theory of our Constitution 
was this, that while this House was coms 
posed of men emanating directly from 
the people, representing the people, act- 
ing as the people, and forming the substi- 
tutes of the people; the other branch, 
the intermediate branch of the Legislature, 
neither emanated directly from the peo- 
ple, nor was responsible to them, nor was 
obliged to return to them for approval of 
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their actions. The Senate stood in the 
same way as the House of Lords, betweex | 
the Crown on the one hand and the Com. — 
mons on the other. What would be said — 
in England if it was proposed that the — 
peerage should be deprived of any parti — 
cipation in the public service, except in . 
(he cases of the two, three, or four lords — 


Senate. 


who held seats in the Cabinet? (Hear, 

hear.) Why, in 1841, when the old pro- 
vinces of Canada were united, the new — 
administration commenced under Lord 
Sydenham, who was promoted to the — 
peerage for his services as Governor, ) 
and who, while a peer, continued to per- 

form his duties as Governor General of 

Canada, drawing a salary for the office. — 
He was succeeded by Lord Metcalfe, who — 
earned his peerage by a long period of — 
service under the Imperial Government, — 
and as an Olficer of that Government did — 
not end because he was made a peer. 


-Was the peerage an unmeaning honour? 


' 
| 
Did it simply give a man the right to walk — 
down the street, take his place at Mr. — 
Stephens’, and wear a coronet? Why the — 
rank would be spurned if there were any — 
such bar piaced upon the usefulness of 

those upon whom it was conferred. Here 


the Government in this 
country had recently been made a mem» — 
ber of the House of Lords. Was it to be ~ 
supposed that he was unfitted to perform — 
his duties as Governor General because ~ 
he had been made a peer; and his succes- 
sor, whose arrival was expected next month, 
was he not alsoa peer, but had that fact 
been regarded as preventing him from 
being employed in a position where he 
could be of public service? Again, had 
not the immediate predecessor of Lord 
Lisgar—Lord Monck—-been made a peer 
because of the great work he had pers 
formed in Canada? And was he not at 
this very moment a salaried officer of the 
Imperial Government as one of the Com« 
missioners of the Irish Church? He (Sir 
John) might refer to many others—to 
Lord Clyde, to Lord Lawrence, and nu- 
merous Others who adorned the House of 

Lords—who were recipients of the honors — 
of the Crown, and who yet held offices of | 
emolument conferred upon by the Govern« 
mext; men who had won their honors in 
war or diplomacy, in colonial or political 
service, and who continued to perform the 
duties they had formerly performed, and 
for which they were paid, while they still 

held seats in the house of Lords. Was it— 
to be said then that members of our House 
of Lords should be debarred from render 
ing useful service to the country? Was 
not their position precisely the same ? 
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Hon. Mr. BLAKE—No, 
cries of “no, no.’’) 

Hon. Sir J, A. MACDONALD defied the 
_ hon. gentlemen to show there was any 
_ difference between them. The hon. gen- 

tleman could draw no distinction ? Why 
should not the Senate be placed in this 
respect in as good a position as the House 
of Lords? Had there been any abuse of 
_ the power of appointing Senators to offices 
of trust and emolument? Ifa large num- 
_ ber had been so appointed there might be 
@ practical evil for the hon. gentleman to 
endeavour to redress; but the evil must 
first exist before a necessary could arise 
forreform. (Hear, hear.) He would ask 
the hon. gentleman even if any such evil 
existed in the remotest degree, why not 
leave to the Senate the obligation and 
duty of purifying itself? This House had 
not asked the Senate to originate any 
measure for the purpose of preventing any 
_ member of the House from holding office 
under the Crown, and he would venture to 
say that the House would look with great 
disfavour upon any measure which might 
be sent from that body ordering the House 
to change its system in that respect. 
(Hear, hear.) Why, then, should the 
House interfere with what was the duty of 
the Senate itself? There was no occasion 
for any such action, for the Senate was as 
pure, as independent, and as responsible 
a body as this House, and without any 
_ proof whatever that that body was unable 
_to purify itself, if it needed purification ; 
_ it Was a wanton and causeless insult to the 
Senate to force a measure upon it which 
was founded upon mere theory, and 
which was no basis of wrong to justify it as 
necessary. (Cheers.) He wondered what 
reception the hon. gentleman thought 
this bill would receive at the hands of 

Senators, if it should pass this House and 
_ go there for their approval. Would it not 
elicit the strongest rebuke upon those 
_ who insulted them; and would not that 
rebuke be joined in by all without re- 
ference toparty? (Hear, hear.) It would 
bo far better, and might be of some public 
_ Service, while it would certainly not em. 
bitter the relations between the two 
Houses, if the hon. gentleman instead of 
making undeserved attacks upon the 
Senate, would confine his speeches and 
his efforts to the cure of corruption where 
it really existed. Let thehon. gentleman 
devote himself to that, in future. If he 
should see Government agents, men em» 
_ ployed by ministers and paid out of the 
public funds, sent through the country to 
bribe constituencies, let him set to 
work to cure that. (Cheers.) There 

was an opportunity for him to cure 
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corruption. Let him goto the township 
of Broughton—or rather, “ Proton’ was it 
not called, (laughter)—and see whether he 
would find there a Government official who 
had first been closeted with ministers, and 
then following up that closet into inter» 
view, who was going round from door to 
door among the people, and telling them 
that if they voted so-and-so the reduced 
valuation of their farms would be allowed. 
(Cheers and laughter.) Let the hon. gen« 
tleman confine his attention to shameless 
examples of corruption of that kind, and 
he would probably be able to do some 
good, for he must know that the transac- 
tion to which he (Sir John) alluded had 
cast a stain upon and become a disgrace to 
the party of which the hon. gentleman 
was an honoured member, and all those 
hon. gentlemen who felt with the hon, 
member that there should be an absence 
of corruption, that there should be a puri- 
fication of the representative system, 
should take care before they became soli. 
citous about the purity of the elected, not 
to make any attacks upon the purity of 
the electors. These were practical evils 
which this House knew or had heard of, 
and in dealing with them the hon. gentle. 
man would have the cheerful assistance of 
every member on that side, who would 
help him and wish him God speed in all 
his efforts to put down corruption of that 
kind. In the meantime he would do well 
to leave the purification of the Senate to 
the Senate itself. Tie Senators needed no 
efforts of the hon. gentleman on their be~ 
half. They were as pure a body, taking 
them man for man, they bore as high a 
character, their standing was as exalted, 
their independence as unquestionable, as 
any similar body in the world; and there 
was no branch of any legislature with 
which they would not bear favorable com- 
parison. This attempt to introduce purity 
in theory, while there was so much evil to 
be corrected by the hon. gentlemen nearer 
home, would prove as nugatory as he might 
say it was audacious and insulting. (Loud 
cheers.) He (Sir John) moved that the 
bill be read a second time that day six 
months. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that when 
the hon. gentleman failed in argument he 
resorted to slander. The statement he 
had referred to was an abominable false- 
hood, and the hon. gentleman knew it 
was not correct. (Laughter.) No Peer in 
England had been appointed to any ana» 
logous position to that to which the sena- 
tor had been appointed ; neither was the 
House of Lords at all an analogous body 
to the Senate. As to the Commons origin- 
ating a bill respecting the Senate, it was 


7179 The 


quite in keeping with practice that such 
should.be done, and it was necessary that 
such should be the case. In 1842-43 the 
Lower House originated a measure entirely 
changing the Constitution of the Upper 
House. ‘The hon, gentleman had trans- 
gressed his own rule in defending the 
Senate, for could not the Senate defend 
themselves. (Laughter.) ‘he question was 
whether the Government could send their 
placemen to the Senate, when they could 
not keep them in the Lower House. The 
Intercolonial Act never contemplated that 
Commissioners should ‘sit in the Senate, 
and the door should be shut against such 
appointments. Ihe argument that in 
England placemen could hold seats was 
not correct, and then if it were it was not 
to govern them. Prevention was better 
than cure, and they were not to wait for 
evils before providing againstthem. _ 

Hon. Mr. HO.WE referred io the Senator 
in question as @ man of the most incor- 
ruptible integrity, and he mentioned cases 
in England where persons had held Gov» 
ernment positions, and asked whether the 
country should be deprived of the services 
of a gentleman simply because he sat in 
the Senate. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds) said the position in 
England was very different from that in 
Canada. Formerly there were numbers of 
oftice holders in the House of Parliament, 
but they had been and were being dimin- 
ished. The feeling throughout Ontario 
was that placemen should sit neither in 
the Senate or the Commons. He should 
vote for the bill. 

Mr. FERGUSON said if he had any proof 
of corruption the matter would be differ. 
ent, but such was not the case. The mem. 
ber for Lambton had taken the Minister of 
Justice to task with respect to some ex~ 
_pressions respecting the purity or impurity 
ot the Ontario Government, and with rea 
ference to the matter referred to, had 
stated that no letters were written. He 
could say, with reference to the Proton 
outrage—and there never was a greater 
Outrage on the rights of man—it was atw 
tempted and performed by the Government 
of Ontario. There was no shadow of doubt 
that Mr. Lewis, who he knew well,. was 
telegraphed for by-a member of the House 
to go to Proton to carry the votes against 
the consciences and principles of the 
voters. Instead of his going, however, to 
Mr. McKellar’s room in the dead of the 
night, Mr. Lewis bimself told him that 
Mr. McKellar went to him. He then re- 
ferred to a note from the member for West 
Durham to the member for srant. 

Mr. EK. B. WU ’D said there was not a 
word of truth in the matter, 
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Mr. FERGUSON said it was no use con-~ 
tradicting him, because the member for 
West Durham wrote to the member for 
Brant. ‘‘Speak now.’’ There was never 
more corruption practiced in so short a 
time than by that Government. 

Mr. MILLS desired to show the differ 
ence between the Senate and the House of 
Lords. The difference in the social cir= 
cumstances of the members of the two 
Houses destroyed all analogy between 
them. There was no analogy in the social 
positions of a nobleman worth say from 
£50,000 to £100,000 a year in the House 
of Peers of England, and a gentleman to 
whom it was a matter of consequence to 
go up to the Senate. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE replied. He was re- 
sponsible for the position he had taken 
with reference to this matter, repugnant 
as it had been to his feelings to hear the 
accusations made against him. If it was 
expedient, he could bring cases of Minis- 
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terial interference, and could show how © 


gentlemen had in numerous cases _prosti- 


tuted their position by interfering in local 


elections and otherwise. He referred to 


the case last year brought against the Pre~ — 


sident of the Council, and said that he at 
all events acknowledged that a Senator, 
in his opinion, could be corrupted. 

Hon. Dr. ''UPPER said that after the 
undeserved attack made upon him by the 
member for West Durham, he hoped the 


House would listen to a few observations ~ 


in reply. He then referred to the cir- 
cumstances of the case in question, stat- 
ing the full details of the affair, and ask- 
ing the House whether in all this there 
was anything that justified the member 


tor Lambton, in his zeal for party, attempt-— 


ing tostrike down a gentleman to whom 
he could have no possible objection, ex- 
cept that he had come forward with 
straightforward and hearty support in 
building up Confederation. ‘That was his 
crime; because he felt it his duty to give 
his public services in sustaining gentlemen 
on that side of the House who had re- 
mained true to the great principle of 
building up the Confederation, he became 
the object of this unprovoked and unde- 
served attack. He had stood as a public 
man for seventeen years. He had stood 
front to front with as fierce an opposition 
as ever a public man faced in the world; 
and if, in the seventeen years, it could be 
shown that he had ever prostituted his 
public position for his own advantage, 
and if he had ever forgotten what was due 
to his posiuon as a public man, it would 
require uo voie of the House to induce 
him to retire into private; life, He chal- 


lenged his opposers to substantiate their — 


ns 


slanders. 


~The 


It seemed that the men now 
holding the position of leaders of the 
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Government of Ontario, who had stood up 


for four long years, pledging themselves 
to the principle of striking down Coali- 
tions and building up pure party Govern- 
ments, when they sawa chance of grasping 
office and position, and the question pre~ 
sented itself whether they should stand 
true to their principles and forego office, 
found the temptation too strong, and 
grasped office at the sacrifice of every 
principle they had held most dear. These | 
gentlemen claimed the position of purists. 
Where did they get the idea that every 
one else was corrupt? The result showed 
that it came from their own black hearts. 
When the temptation came, and when 
they seized power that the people of On- 
tario licensed them at the polls, and when 
the question arose how the power which 
they had obtained by staining their repu- 
tation, and showing that all their past pro- 
fessions were utterly worthless, should be 
maintained, what did they do? They 
committed those acts to which the First 


Minister referred, and which had made 


lic man. 


them and their party a scandal throughout 
the Dominion. (Cheers.) It was known 
to the remotest end of the country that 
when a vacant seat had to be filled, the 
member for West Durham got his partner, 
his relative, and the man who was in his 
confidence, to lend himself to one of the 
foulest and blackest acts of corruption 
that ever stained the reputation of a pub. 
(Loud cheers.) The member 


_ for Lambton had dared to call the state 


- falsehood.”’ 


ment of this transaction an ‘“ abominable 
He would ask him to read 
the report of his own packed committee 
in the columns of the Globe, and blacker 
and more damning evidence of corruption 
could not be found in any record in the 
world; and the member for Durham was 
implicated as closely as possible. It was 


_ proved most clearly by evidence that they 


had broken down the administration by 


 Overtures of the most corrupt and dis- 


graceful character to members of that 
administration, and the member for 


_ West Durham could only save himself 


from a report damning and ruinous to his 
character as a public man, by packing the 
committee, and ultimately when one 
member had to leave, stating that he 
would consider it a vote of want of confi- 
dence if a certain gentleman was put ona 
committee. Those were the measures to 


_ which the hon. gentleman had to resort to 


save himself and his Government from a 
report of his own party, fastening upon 


him, as in the case of the Proton scandal, 


one of the most disgraceful proceedings 
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possible ; and these were the gentlemen 
who undertook to purify the Senate, and 
to assail the reputation of a body of men 
who were as deserving of the confidence 
and support of the country as anybody in 
the world, These were the gentlemen who, 
in order to draw away attention from acts 
which had struck them down from the 
position they occupied a year ago, and 
which had blasted their characters, and 
utterly ruimed them in the estimation of 
every honorable man in the country, came 
down tothe House with a measure res- 
pecting the purest body of men in the 
country. He believed they misjudged 
Ontario, for he knew enough of the peo- 
ple of that Province to feel assured that 
they. in common with the people of 
the rest of the Dominion, from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, would know how to 
estimate their professions when contrasted 
with their acts. He apologized for having 
detained the House so long; but he was 
sure that under the circumstances, the 
House would feel that, having been ar- 
raigned by the member for Lambton, and 
having been tried at the bar of the House, 
and having received a verdict that the 
charge was unmanly and undeserved, he 
had a right to speak. ‘lhe member for 
West Durham must have felt that his case 
was weak indeed, when he had to assail 
a gentleman whose only crime was that, 
in a great crisis of his country, he had 
come forward and thrown himself into 
the great work of building up a magnifi- 
cent Province. (Loud cheers.) 


Mr. BLAKE desired to say that the 
statements of the President of the Privy 
Council with regard to himself were abso- 


lutely untrue. : 

A vote was then taken on Sir John Mac~ 
donald’s motion with the following result, 
yeas, 77, nays, dl. 

YEAS.—Messrs, Archambault, Beaubien, Belle- 
rose, Benoit, Bertrand, Blanchet, Bown, Brous- 
seau, Cameron (Inverness), Carling, Caron, Car- 
tier Sir G. E., Cayley, Chauveau, Chipman, 
Cimon, Coffin, Colby, Costigan, Cumberland, 
Daoust, Dobbie, Drew, Ferguson, Fortin, Gau- 
cher, Gaudet, Gendron, Gray, Grover, Houghton, 
Howe, Irvine, Jackson, Keeler, Killam, Kirk- 
patrick, Lacerte, Langevin, Langlois, Lapum, 
Macdonald, Sir J. A., McDonald (Lunenberg), 
McDonald (Middlesex), Masson, [Soulanges], Mas- 
son (Terrebonne), McKeaghney, Moffatt, Morris, 
Morrison [Niagara], Nathan, Nelson, O’Connor, 
Perry, Pinsonneault, Pope, Pouliot, Renaud, Ro- 
bitaille, Ross (Champlain), Ross (Victoria, N S.), 
Ryan, (Kings, N. B.), Ryan (Montreal West), 
Simard, Sproat, Stephenson, Street, 


Senate. 


Savar 
Sylvain: Thompson [Cariboo], Tilley, Touran- 
geau, Tupper, Wallace [Vancouver's Island], 


Walsh, Webb, Willson.—Total yeas, Tihs wag 
NAYs.—Mesgsrs. Anglin, Barthe, Bechard, Blake, 
Bodwell, Bourassa, Bowell, Cameron, (Huron), 
Carmichael, Cheval, Coupal, DeLorme [St. Hy- 
acinthe]}, Dorion, Ferris, Fortier, Fournier, Gect- 
rion, Gibbs, Godin, Hagar, Jones (Halifax), Jones 
(Leeds;and Grenville), Macfarlane, Mackenzie,Ma- 
gill, McDougall [Renfrew], Merritt, Mills, Munroe, 
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Oliver, Paque 


Insolvency 


C. Rj, 


A Rymal 
land), 


Snider, Stirton, Tremblay, 


Wood, Workman, Wright , York, 
Total nays, 51, y : 
The House adjourned at one o’clock. 
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Thursday, May 23rd, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
p.m. 


THE INSOLVENCY LAWS. ’ 


The House then resumed the adjourned 
Debate on the Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE’S 
amendment, to the Hon. Mr. SANBORN’S 
motion, for the second reading of Insol- 
vency Laws Repeal Bill, viz: to leave out 
“this day three 


‘now ” and _ insert 


months,”’ 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL read a telegram 
from Montreal stating that a deputation 
was On its wayon behalf of the Board of 
Trade of that city, to ask the Senate'to 
reject the Bill for the repeal of the Insol- 
vency Laws; and adding that the Toronto 
Board of Trade concurred in the opinion 
that it was advisable to continue the pres 


sent law until amended. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DEST. JUST re~ 
plied at some length to the arguments 
used by Hon. Mr. Tessier against the Bill 


for repealing the law. He acknowledged 


that there were difficulties in dealing 


with the best course to pursue, but he 
was nevertheless of the belief that the 


sentiment of the great majority of the 


people was in favor of striking oft the 
statute book a law which worked so un« 
equally and so injuriously to the commer- 
cial interests of the Dominion. He alluded 
to the tendency it had to encourage com- 
mercial immorality among the community, 
and to benefit the debtor at the expense 
of his creditors—a principle not encour~ 
aged in any bankrupt system anywhere. 
He wished to see a check imposed on 
dishonest bankruptcy, instead of allowing 
it to be actually fostered by an imperfect 
law. ‘lhe country was now in a very pros~ 
perous state and could dispense with a 
law which only stimulated a large class of 
reckless speculators and dishonest traders. 
He did not deny that there was a certain 
condition of things when a bankruptcy law 
might be necessary; for instance when a 
monetary crisis arose and persons found 
themselves suddenly embarrassed and 
unable to go on with their business; but 
there was no appearance now of such a 
contingency, and he thought it was the 


Hon, Mr. Campbell, 


[SENATE] 


Foeier, sty! bw Bed. 
d, Ross [Prince war OSS ellington 
si: : eatenent. "Smith (Westmore- 
allace (Al- 
bert) Wells, White [East pee) Whitehead, 

nt’), Young, 


784 


wisest policy to repeal the law, and take 
steps to form a new one hereafter in case 
it should be deemed necessary to do so in 
the public interests, 

Hon. Mr. DICKEY said that he had 
noticed that the debate had evolved some 
curious features. Not one gentleman 
who had spoken in opposition to the Bill 
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had ventured to say one word in favour of 


the Insolvency Law which the House was 
asked to repeal, All were in favour of a 
bankrupt law of some sort, but no one 
attempted to defend the provisions of the 
one now in Operation. In the factious 
speech from his hon. friend from British 
Columbia, who had rather tried to amuse 
than convince the House, he had stated 
that the Bill was promoted and supported 
by lawyers. He (Mr. Dickey) believed 
that members of that profession were 
as fully entitled to hold and express their 
opinions on the question as the members 
of any other learned profession. When 
hon. members discussed a question in the 
House they did not do so as lawyers sim- 
ply, though they would naturally give the 
benefit of their legal and constitutional 
lore. It could be said with truth at the 
present moment that all the great interests 
of the country were represented in the 
Senate—Banking, Commerce, Agriculture ; 
and after the humorous speech of his hon. 
friend opposite, he must add Medicine. 
He might be excused for saying that the 
Senate was a body, as the debate had fully 
shown, as fully capable of discussing a 
measure like the one under consideration 
as any other deliberative assembly in any 
part of the world. It had struck him as a 
curious anamoly, that whilst the Maritime 
Provinces had complained that the law 
had been forced upon them by Ontario 
and Quebec, those two great provinces 
were now asking for its repeal, whilst 
New Branswick and Nova Scotia 
supported it. He remembered the time 
when the law was considered one of the 
acts of tyranny which his unfortunate Pro~ 
vince was obliged to bear as one of the 
consequences of union. Now, how was he 
to account for the change of opinion in 
Ontario and Quebec within three short 
years. He considered he was warranted 
in referring to the proceedings in 1869, 
when every amendment was rejected by 
large majorities, and deducing the conclu- 
sion that the popular objections to the 
measure must have arisen from its impers 
fections, (Hear, hear.) It must be ad- 
mitted that great difficulty had always 
been found in dealing with the question, 
It was only necessary to refer to the his- 
tory of legislation on the subject to see 
that there 1s an inherent difficulty connect- 


——— 


ee fe ee me ee ee, ee ee, ee re 


—— 


hy 
1 
= 
& 
$ 
- 
he 
a 
ss 
- 
* 


185 


_ ed with legislation on the question. The 
_ very number of bills that had been enact- 
_ ed, amended and repealed since its first 
_ legislation in England was a proof of the 
_ perplexity and embarrassment that met 
_ all those who had endeavoured to frame a 
satisfactory law. The regulations that had 
been made only served to evade the diffix 
_ culties instead of grappling with them 
_ boldly and plainly. His hon. friend oppo- 
site (Hon. Mr. Wilmot) had said with 
_ reference to the old law of New Brunswick 
that so unjust were its provisions that he 
knew a case of an old man who had re« 
mained in jail at St. John for the whole of 
his life. He was bound to say that there 
_ must be some mistake about that matter ; 
the person in question could not have 
given an honest statement of his affairs. 
He contended that under the law of New 
Brunswick, of which he had some pro. 
fessional experience, it was not in the 
power of any man to keep a debtor in jail 
when he gave an honest account of his 
property. They had also an Insolvent 
_ law in Nova Scotia under which a man 
_ -who had been guilty ot fraud or dishonesty, 
_ might be remanded for a term not exceed. 
_ ing one year; and at the expiration of 
_ that period he was entitled to his 
_ discharge. They had still the law of im~ 
prisonment for debt, but it was a 
_ qualified law. The debtor could not be 
_ arrested under first process, until it had 
_ been shown to the satisfaction of a Judge 
_ or Commissioner that he was about to 
_ leave the country for the purpose of evad- 
ing his liabilities. He could well under. 
stand thatin the large commercial centres, 
like Halifax and St. John, there might be 
_ particular reasons why the merchants and 
bankers might desire to retain the law; 
but he was speaking generally of the 
_ country districts, and was bound to say 
that its working has not been satisfactory 
so far as it had come within his own know- 
_ ledge either in the mode of its administra~ 
tion or the effect of its operation. He 
knew a case of a railway contractor who 
owed a large sum to a great many persons 
—debts varying from one hundred dollars 
_ upwards—and by some mysterious process, 
some one, not one of the creditors in 
- question, put him into the Bankruptcy 
Court in Cumberland County; and the re~ 
sult was an attachment which swept away 
the whole of his property and those debts 
remain unpaid up to the present time. 
He might be told that a meeting of the 
_ creditors could be called, but had they 
done so they would in all probability have 
_ been met by an overwhelming number of 
_ claimants, hundreds of miles distant, who 
_ would out-vote them. Practically it was in 
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the power of any person and his friends to 
prevent those poor men from taking any 
steps to obtain payment for their honest 
claims. He was very much afraid that 
such a law could never carry out the real 
object which it was intended to accom— 
plish---an equal division among all the 
creditors. It had passed into a proverb 
in the United States that a man can never 
get rich until he has failed several times— 
such was the effect of the present law in 
practice. It had been said that one 
of the guiding principles of a 
bankruptcy law should be to enable 
an unfortunate debtor to get relieved. 
He believed the present law could only 
lead to rash speculation, to a species of 
gambling. The debtor was enabled to 
say to his creditor ‘“‘Heads I win, tails you 
lose,” because if he succeeded he pocket« 
ed the gains; if he lost he went scot free, 
It did not accomplish the object of ‘a pro- 
per division of the property; it served 
rather to enable the debtor to get relieved 
of his debts in the easiest way possible 
with very little reference to the interests 
of the creditor. The bill before the House 
proposed to repeal the existing laws, but 
it went still further, it prevented the revi- 
val of those laws which were heretofore 
in force in the different provinces. If it 
were to pass it would leave Nova Scotia 
without any Insolvency Law at all as re- 
gards traders. Whilst there was imprison- 
ment for debt in that Province, it would 
be in the power of an exacting creditor to 
put a man into jail and keep him there 
should the law pass in its present form. 
Therefore he was not willing to see the bill 
pass without amendment; he would con- 
sent to its second reading, and then he 
would propose in committee either that 
Nova Scotia should be exempt, or that the 
laws repealed by the Bankrupt Law of 
1269 shall be revived. Although the law 
would expire in the course of fifteen 
months, yet it was best to repeal it ata 
time when probably more people than 
ever before would hasten to avail them.~ 
selves of its provisions. When it died a 
natural death it would certainly be ‘‘un~ 
wept, unhonoured and unsung,”’ 

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN said that he had 
no very strong opinions on the subject one 
way or the other. He found, however, 
that petitions had been sent from Mons 
treal, Toronto, Quebec, St. John and Hali- 
fax—the great commercial centres of the 
Dominion—against any interference with 
the law now on the statute book. The 
hon. member for Cumberland had 
stated that he was not accustomed to 
practise in the Bankruptcy Court, and 
certainly had he greater experience of the 
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working of the law he would hardly have 
said so much againstit. He (Mr. Mol.) 
had some experience of the statute, and, 
indeed had lost a considerable sum of 
money by a person who had availed hims 
self of its provisions, but still he had felt 
it was an honourable discharge and he 
ought not to oppose it; for he was of the 
opinion that any man who pursued his 
business in a proper way, and failed 
through misfortune, ought not to be kept 
under the control of creditors who may be 
very exacting and harsh, if not rapacious. 
Under all the circumstances he believed a 
bankruptcy law was necessary to a coun- 
try engaged in commerce. The only dif- 
ficulty had been to frame such a law as 
will meet the interests and necessities of 
the country. With respect to New 
Brunswick, he mentioned that the 
laws formerly passed there had 
been enacted for the most part 
to meet cases of great individual hardship, 
and they were hardly intended to have a 
general application. One objection taken 
to the Insolvency Act was the large ex- 
pense it entailed—that the charges were 
really so excessive that the property 
was largely depreciated before the credix 
tors got anything, and that, on the whole, 
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the Assignees were the parties chiefly | 
benefitted; but that had not been his 
It appeared to him that the 
costs attending a bankruptcy case, area fair 
subject for examination by the judge who 
gives the final discharge: and if they were 
excessive there was a mode of reducing 


experience. 


them to a proper limit. Any result, 
however, was better than the accumula- 
tion of law suits that would probably arise 


were we to go back to the old state of 


things. He felt he would he hardly doing 


his duty were he to give his vote in favor 


of repealing the law, at the present time. 
As respects the remark made by the hon: 
member for the Wellington Division, 
with regard to preferential assignments, 
he must sayathat it appeared strange to 
him that a stipulation bearing on that 
subject had not been incorporated into our 
law; and if the hon. gentleman would set 
to work to prepare something which 
would guard the creditors from his difficuls 
ty he would find a large support. In 
fact, that hon. member would probably 
find himself. before he was done, re~en- 
acting an Insolvency Law or something 
which would have the effect of conferring 
those benefits on the commercial commu~ 
nity, which there was little doubt the 
present enactment failed to confer. 

Hon. Mr. NORTHUP said that he 
thought it his duty as the only represen- 
tative of the city of Halifax in the Senate, 
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to make a few observations with reference 

to the measure under consideration. He 
must confess at the outset that they had — 
received the measure in Nova Scotia 

under protest. One of the strongest 
arguments now in its favor was the fact 
that all the leading merchants, who made 
up the Chamber of Commerce of Halifax, 
had unanimously asked that the Act 
should not be repealed. As respects the 
rural districts of the province he had not 
heard any valid objections to its continu. 
ance on the statute book. He was ready 
to admit that it might be amended ia 
several essential particulars—for instance 
that no person should be allowed to put 
himself into insolvency. The old 
law of Nova Scotia was in many 
respects a harsh one—a person doing 
business could buy £500 of property, and 
a few days afterwards could hand it over 
to some friend, and the rest of the credi- — 
tors could not get a cent, 
to go back to the old condition of things 
which was injurious to the best interests 
of the whole commercial community. 
Those who were engaged in large business 
had to a great extent the power of pre- 
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venting rash speculation by exercising — 


more discrimination with respect to those 
who wish to buy from them. In his opi- 
nion it would not be wise to wait until a 
crisis was anticipated, to pass a Banka, 


_ruptcy Law; it would only tend to hasten 


the very crisis which it was intended to 
meet, He was quite willing to benefit the © 
honest debtor, and give him every oppor- 
tunity of restoring his fortunes. He had 
known not a few cases of men who had 
failed and afterwards became benefactors 
of their country. Holding these opinions 
he must vote against the Bill which had 
been brought so ably to the consideration 
of the Senate by the hon. gentleman op- 
posite. He did not believe in breaking 
down the law before we had something 
better to put in its place. 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACK said that he had 
no hesitation whatever in saying that the 
present Insolvency Act did not tend to 
the benefit of the creditor as it ought to 
be the case. Its whole object was to give 
relief to the Insolvents and to facilitate 
their release from their obligations. From 
his own knowledge as a professional man 
he considered the law has a tendency to 
demoralize honest traders and work to the 
advantage of those who are dishonest. 
He considered it changed the proper re- 
lations that should exist between debtor 
and creditor, giving the former a very deci- 
ded advantage over the latter. Numerous 
law suits had arisen, he could say from 
experience, from the results of a measure 
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- which] was so imperfect in its details, 


The eifect of the law was todraw men into 


- bankruptcy and create recklessness in the 


way of conducting business—in fact de. 
moralize the whole community. The 
Gazette was now full of notices of assign. 
ments, and not one of them at the ins 
stance of the creditor, for when a man 
fuiled the creditor knew it was no use for 
him to move in the matter. If there was 
any part of the Dominion more prosperous 
than another it was the Province of Nova 
Scotia, and he hoped this law would be 
repealed and not allowed to continue on 
the statute book to the injury of the com- 
mercial interests and the commercial im- 
morality of the country. He believed 
if the present Bill was allowed to pass, 
the result would be to bring about the in. 
troduction of another law which would 
remedy existing evils and promote the 
commercial progress of the Dominion. 

. Hon. Mr. REESOR said that one reason 
of the difficulty of legislating on the 
question was the fact that there was little 
experience as to the proper mode of deal«| 
ing with it at the time the present law was. 
enacted. When the law was passed, it 
occupied the attention of the best legal | 
minds, and subsequently the same legal 
talent was required to amend it. ‘The 
fact appeared to be that while the law 


was very good in theory, it had failed in 


practice. The general expression from 
all parts of the country, in his opinion, 


was in favour of repealing the law. He 
believed that it was a very difficult matter | 
In his opi-_ 


to deal with bankrupt laws. 


- nion, the best course was to provide as 


the difficulties, and now the evils were 


simple machinery as possible by which the | 
division of the property should be made, | 


‘he present law had been proved on 
experience to be imadequate to meet 


just as great as they were before its enact- 
ment. Under those circumstances he was — 
of the opinion that if the House repealed 
the present ‘law, the country will be pre- 
pared to sustain some measure which will 
be more just and equitable in its opera- 
tion and conduce to the advantage of the 
business community. 


Hon. Mr. HOLMES hoped that the 
House would after so lengthy a debate 
come to some conclusion on the subject. 
In his opinion it was better to leave the 
matter alone, inasmuch as the law died 
80 soon. 


farlane’s amendment which was carried. 

Contents 35; non-contents 24. 
The Public Lands Bill was then read a 

third time and sent to the Commons. A 
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number of bills were also read a second 
time. 

‘he House then adjourned antil Monday 
evening, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, Thursday, May 23rd, 1872. 
The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.25. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY introduced a bill to 
incorporate the St. John Board of I'rade. 
The bill was read a first time, 

Mr. RYAN (Montreal) introduced a bill 
to incorporate the Canada Improvement 
Company. Read a first time. 

Mr. O’CONNOR introduced a bili to in- 
corporate the North West Company. 
Kead a first time. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT introduced a bill to 
incorporate the Lake Superior and Win- 
nipeg Railway Company. Read a first 
time. 

Mr. ABBOT introduced a bill to incorpo- 
rate the Accident Insurance Company» f 
Canada. Read a first time, 


THE WELLAND CANAL. 


Mr. LANGEVIN presented the return 
to the address for copies of the reports, 
&c., respecting the Welland Canal. 


THE LUMBER TRADE. 


Mr. McDUUGALL (South Rentrew) 
moved an address for a return showing the 
tariff of fees under cap. 45, Consolidated 
Statutes of Canada, now charged to lum. 
bermen for supplying specitication, &c. 
He said that under this statute the Gover- 
nor-in-Council had power to charge fees 
on lumbermen for supplying specilications, 
and had power to allow cullers certain 
fees for measuring lumber. Changes had 
been from time to time in the tariff in 
these fees, and a year ~go a change had 
been made, the exact nature of which he 
desired should be shown by this return. 
At the same time he desired to explain to 
the House his reasons for thinking that 
this change in the tariff was unnecessary. 
He quite agreed with the principle that 
had been laid down that the receipts from 
the culling of timber should be made to 
equal the expenditure. He thought, 


(a | however, that the Government might have 
The House then divided on Mr. Mac- 


reduced the receipts in ,such a way as to 
preserve the balance without imposing ad- 
ditional burdens upon the luimbermen, 
Last year about 20,000,000 cubic ieet of 
jumber had been taken to the Quebec 
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market, and no less than fifty cullers had 
been employed to measureit. Now as one 
culler could measure at least 50,000 feet 
per day, he would be able in a season of one 
hundred days to measure 5,000,000 cubic 
feet, so that four cullers alone would be 
necessary to measure ali the timber that 
had been taken into Quebec last year, the 
quantity being one-fourth greater than the 
usual amount. He was aware that the 
timber did not enter the market in 
equal quantities and on every day during 
the season. At some periods there was a 
greater run than at others, so that to 
reduce the staff to iour might cause a good 
deal of delay by measuring and getting our 
specifications. Lhere’ was a very great 
difference, however, between tour and fifty, 
and he thought a medium might be 
selected which would reduce the expenses 
and yet preserve the etticiency of the stat! 
The amount paid last year for the salaries 
of cullers and specitication clerks was 
$28,000, giving an average of $435 to each 
culler, who under the rotation system, had 
about four ‘ turns’’ in the season, occupy- 
ing him not more than a fortnight altoget- 
her. This pay was altogether disapropor- 
tionate to the services performed and he 
thought some other system might be 
devised which would secure the same 
amount of work at much less cost. He 
thought that ten cullers would be quite 
enough to do all that was required in a 
satisfactory manner: but as he was not in 
favour of making too great a change at 
once, he would propose that the number 
be fixed at twenty. In doing that, he did 
not think there would be any risk of de- 
creasing the efficiency of the staff. He 
was also in favour of dispensing with the 
services of the specification clerks alto- 
gether, as he believed that they were quite 
useless. These changes would eftect a 
great saving and enable the Government 
to make both ends meet without increas. 
ing the tariffof fees payable by the trade, 
as had been done. 

Mr. SIMARD said the present system 
of employing cullers by rotation was de- 
fective. Iti produced favouritism, and 
merchants were in the habit of waiting 
until the turn of the particular mén they 
wished to employ came round. ‘he cull. 
ing was not always done satisfactory in 
consequence, and our timber was depre- 
ciated in the European market. He fay. 
oured the adoption of the ballot with 
regard to the employment of these men, 
as a cure for the evil. 

Mr. CURRIER agreed with the hon. 
member for Renfrew. He thought that 
four or five cullers would be sutticient to 
do the work at Quebec. He favoured the 
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abolition of the rotation system and the 
adoption of a proper system, the cullers 
to pass a Board of Examiners. He con- 
tended that the fees should be reduced 
one-half, leaving the cullers to take their 
chance. If they found that they could 
not make a living, they would go else< 
where. The present system was a great 
tax on the lumber trade, and he thought 
that some remedy should be found. 

Mr. SIMARD said the plan of allowing 
merchants to select their own cullers had 
already been tried and had not been found 
to be satisfactory. 


Mr. CURRIER thought the adoption of 


the pallot system would not meet the dif« 
ficulty, as it would neither reduce the 
fees nor the number of the cullers. 

Mr. IRVINE thought the whole system 
was bad. It was unreasonable, in his opin- 
ion, that a merchant who sold to a pur- 
chaser who was willing to accept his mea- 
surement, should be compelled by law to 
have timber measured by a Government 
culler. ‘here should also be some gua-— 
rantee, if this system was to be continued, 
of the impartiality of the measurer. ‘The 
system was all wrong, and there were 
twice as many cullers of square timber at 
Quebec as were necessary, He thought 
the number should be reduced to the 
actual requirements of the trade. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU did not agree with 
the last speaker. He defended the sys~ 
tem now in force, It was better than any 
private system could be, and it was toa 
certain extent a guarantee that the article 
exported was what it was represented to 
be. He was in favour of a compulsory in« 
spection. 

Mr. IRVINE explained that he had not 
alluded to the compulsory. He would be 
satisfied if such a system were adopted. 


Mr. TOURANGEAU favoured the reduc- © 


tion of the number of cullers to twenty. 
The aggregate earnings of the whole to 
be divided rateably among them. 

Hon. Mr, MORRIS said the return asked. 
for would be brought down without delay. 
he change in the tarifi referred to had 
been made by the Government in J anuary 
of last year, in consequence of the fact 
that the charges collected at the supervi-~ 
sor’s office in Quebec, were not sufficient 
to meet the expenses. The increase was 
a slight one, being simply a reversion to 
the tariff of 1844, when timber was worth 
only about one quarter of its value in 
1871. The result of making it was that, 
while in 1869 there had been a deficiency 
of about $3,000, there was a surplus last 
year of $1,700. The other question to 
Which the hon. member had referred wag 
a larger one, and was surrounded with a 


hides. 
_ and ashes was not compulsory, it practi- 
cally amounted to the same thing; for no 
merchant would deal in those articles if 
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_ good deal of difficulty. 


Routine 


- It was a question 
as between the continuance of the pres 


sent and the adoption of the New Bruns~ 
_ wick system. 
_ adopted in order to prevent private deal— 


The rotation plan had been 


ers selecting particular cullers for mea-~ 


suring their timber. ‘he whole question 
Was now engaging the attention of the 


Government. 
Mr. MACDOUGALL did not think it was 
advisable to throw the settlement of it 


_ over for another year. 


Mr. KYAN (Montreal), remarked that. 
the compulsory system of inspection had 
greatly benetitted the trade in leather and 
Although the inspection of flour 


they had not been inspected. ‘ihe result 


_ of the system was to greatly increase the 
_ value of the articles, and he thought it 
_ might be beneficially extended. 


Mr. IRVINE agreed that a proper in« 


 spection system gave an additional value 
to articles inspected. With regard to cull- 


ers, the hands of the Minister of Inland 


Revenue should be strengthened in order 
_ to enable him to make a reduction. 


Mr. SIMARD said the present mode of 
_ measuring lumber had been adopted with 


_ the consent of the lumbermen themselves, 


i 


| 


Verte Canal. 


aud it not satisfactory it might easily be 


4 altered. 


_ The motion was then adopted. 
| BAY VERTE CANAL. 


Dr. GRANT moved address for a return 
of reports and estimates relating to Bay 
He said the matter was a 
most important one, as it would be the 
means of shortening the route and facili~ 
tating trade with the West Indies. He 
had been looking into the matter, and he 


doubted whether there was a point any- 


where in the Dominion presenting such 
physical peculiarities as that in question. 


_ in looking over the reports he found the 


statements very contradictory, and he de. 


sired to obtain from the Government any 
information they possessed. He did not 


desire to obstruct the construction, as it 


Was most desirable that, if possible, the 
_ canal should be built. 


The motion was carried. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 


Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) moved an address 
for correspondence respecting the intro- 
duction into the North West Territory, by 
persons not being British subjects, of in. 
toxicating liquors. He referred to the 


_ laws of the United States providing against 


such introduction in their own territory, 
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and said it was well known that the peo- 
ple of the States were able to trade largely 
with the Indians in arms and liquors, ‘The 
Hudson’s Bay Company had entirely pro- 
hibited such trading. This had operated 
most beneficially, and British subjects never 
traded with the Indians in such things, 
but the Americans did so to a large extent, 
and the evil might prove very great if 
something was not done to put astop to 
this very unsatisfactory state of things. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Americans should not enjoy greater privi- 
leges than British subjects in trading with 
the Indians, and as the matter was very 
important, the papers would at once be 
brought down. The Government in Coun~ 
cil, however, was empowered to regulate 
this subject, and any representation of the 
mover would receive ail attention at the 
hands of the Government. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked what 
regulations were in force now. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said before 
the union of Manitoba there were regula- 
tions made by the Hudson Bay Company, 
but he did not know their nature. The 
mover himself, no doubt, knew more 
about the matter than anyone else. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said he 
thought the hon. member for Selkirk had 
more papers than the Government. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER repeated 
that any suggestion of the hon member 
would receive full attention. 

The motion was carried. 


CLAIMS OF DR. SCHULTZ 


Mr. DELORME (Provencher), moved an 
address for claims made by John Schultz. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said all the 
information asked for was already before 
the Committee of Public Accounts; but, 
of course, there was no objection to the 
motion. ‘ 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges) said he had in 
his possession a statement of Mr. Schultz 
that he had made no claim on account of 
his imprisonment; but Mr. Johnson's 
report seemed to show that such was not 
the case.. In fairness to the member, the 
question should be investigated. He him 
self had been expatriated, but the Govern 
ment of England acknowledged them. 
selves wrong and put him at liberty. 
During that time he had had to pay his 
own board, and had no redress. ; 

Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne) thought it 
would be better to let the matter stand 
until it had been investigated by the Com- 
mittee on Public Accounts, and until a 
report was received. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said if the 
papers were sent down, the usual course 
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would be to refer them to the Public Ac- 
counts Jommittee ; but no paper: would 
be sent down except those not yet sub- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) hoped all the 
papers would be produced. 

Dr. SCHULTZ said, with reference to 
what had appeared in the papers, 1t was a 
simple denial that he had made a demand 
for or received compensation for his im- 
prisonment. The claim that was made in- 
cluded all his losses, from business and any 
other way. He was only too happy that 
all papers should be produced. 

The motion was adopted. 


NAVIGATION. 


Mr. CARLWRIGHT moved the second 
reading of the bill for the better protec« 
tion of navigable streams and rivers, It 
was admitted that great injury was done 
to the streams throuzhout the Dominion, 
and especially the Ottawa, from the great 
quantities of rubbish thrown into them 
‘The only difficulty alleged was that some 
hardship might be inflicted on the mill 
owners. The whole bi!l was opposed by 
some because they maintained that the 
navigation of the Ottawa was not injured. 
He referred to the report of the Minister 
of Marine and Fisheries, stating that great 
injury resulted to the fishing interests, 
and that the manufacturers declined to 
change their habits of throwing rubbish 
into the streams. No practical step had 
yet been taken. It was said that the cur- 
rent of the Ottawa was so fast that the 
navigation was not affected. but if the 
matter was allowed to go on, the time 
would come when the aavigation of the 
river would be difficult But there were 
many streams other than the Ottawa, and 
it was very important that the measure 
should pass. 

Mr. CURRIER said list year the mat-~- 
ter was delegated to a committee, but 
he did not Know whether they had yet re— 
ported. If such was not the case the 
second reading should not pass. He main- 
tained that the persons most interested 
were the lumber manufacturers. The na~ 
vigation of the river had never been 
affected, and he hoped the bill would not 
be allowed to pass. He moved that the 
bill be read a second time this day six 
months. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the Govern-~ 
ment thought the matter of such import- 
ance that they appointed a Commission to 
enquire into the matter, and the Commis- 
sion was so composed that all the partis 
cular classes interested were represented 
on it. The Commission had sat for some 
time, but the object was such that a 
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report coula not be made without a lapse 
of time; and they would not be able to 
report before the end of the year. Under 
these circumstances Government had not — 
thought fit to bring in a measure to 
remedy an evil, which was, no doubt, a 
very great evil for the navigation of some © 
rivers had been :eriously affected. Last 
year he had impressed on the mill owners © 
the necessity of at once ceasing to throw 
slabs and edgings into the river, and he 
believed that that advice had been acted 
on; but they represented that the effect 
of not throwing their saw dust into 
streams would be to force them to shut 

down their miils. The whole matter, — 
however, would be considered by the Com- 
mission, and the Government would then ~ 
be able to deal with the matter, He © 
hoped, therefore, that the ‘mover would — 
allow the measure to stand till next ses- 
sion. 

Mr. BOWELL said the speech of the 

member for Ottawa would tend to show 
that the Ottawa was the only stream affects 
ed. There were, however, many other — 
cases in which the greatest possible incon. — 
venience was caused by rubbish being 
thrown into rivers. He was glad the 
Government were taking the matter up, 
and there might be some understanding — 


between the member for Lennox and the © 


(Government to delay the bill until the Com. 

missioners had reported, If the Govern~ 
ment afterwards refused to deal with the — 
questivn it could again be pressed. 

Mr. CARTEHWRIGHT would not press a — 
division after the statement ofthe Minister — 
of Public Works The Minister of Marine, 
however, had pointed out the great evil of 
the matter. It should not be delayed — 
longer than possible. 

Mr. WHITE (Halifax,) referred to cases — 
in which saw dust was not allowed to be 
thrown into rivers, and said the means of — 
consuming it were very simple. 3 

Hon. Sir FRAXCIS HINCKS said the © 
Government had not a different policy with 
regard to the Ottawa asdistinguished from — 
other streams. The whole matter was 
under consideration, and the Government 
undertook to deal with it as soon as they 
were in a position to do so, 

The amendment was then withdrawn, 
and the ordér for the second reading dis- | 
charged. It being six o’clock the House © 
rose, 

AFTER RECESS. 


RAILWAY BILL. 
Mr BAKER moved the first reading of © 
the bijl from the Senate to amend the St. 


Francis and Megantic Railway Act. Car- 
ried. 
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Railway 


Mr. MILLS moved the second reading of 


_ the bill to render members of the Legisla~ 
_ tive Councils and Legislative Assemblies 


of the Provinces now included, or which 
may hereafter. be included within the 


_ Pominion of Canada, ineligible for sitting 


~ Canada. 


or voting in the House of Commons of 
He said there. could be no doubt 
about the necessity of the measure he 


proposed. It had been objected that no 
mischief had arisen because of the posi- 
tion in which the law stood at present ; 

but if there were theoretica] defects it was 


advisable toremedy them. It was a the- 
oretical more than a practical grievance, 
that had lost Great Britain the thirteen 
colonies. .The idea of self-government 
was firmly rooted iin the colonial breast, 


and it was not a sufficient,answer to com; 


plaints to say that we were bound to follow 
precedents established in the old country. 
Practical politicians on the otker side of 
the House had spoken of the necessity of 


harmony between the federal and local 


- tinued. 


Governments; but there could hardly b93 


harmony while dual representation cons 
Chere were many inconveniences 


connected with that system ;: among them 
being the embarrassments which arose 
_ from the simult.neous sitting of the Gen- 


eral and the Provincial Legislatures, He 
alluded to the arbitration case in refer. 
ence to the province o/ Quebec, as a mat- 


_ ter in respect.tc which great mischief might 
- follow from the presence,of members of 


tion was dangerous. 


the Government of that Province in this 
House. He argued that dual representa. 
While the veto pow- 


er remained in the hands of the Dominion 


Parliament 


pie. 


Government there was no security for 
local governments, except by separating 
as far as it was possible to do so, the 
functions of the Provincial Legislatures 
from those. discharged by the Dominion 
It had been argued that to 
prohibit dual representation would be an 
interference with ihe freedom ofthe peo. 
So it might he said with regard to the 
appointment «f judges and sheriffs. Par- 
liament, in fact, was interfering with the 
fredom of the people every day; but he 


did not say that the interference was hurtx 


_ ful in every case. 


it might be that the in 


 terests of the people were served by what 
seemed to be an interference with their 
freedom. He did not think that what he 


proposed could be regarded as a restriction 
of their literty in any injurious sense 


- After all that hid been seen in the House, 


ae 


= a i 


after seeing the Premier himself, as_ well 
as other members, dragging into the dis 
cussion of this Hoase the local politics of 
the Provinces, he thought the time had 


come for abolishing that system of double 
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representation which had produced such 
pernicious results. 

Mr. BELLEROSE, in French, argued that 
the people were the best judges of whether 
they should be represented in both legis- 
latures by the same person or not. To 
them the question should bereferred. ‘To 
say that they should not be allowed to 
elect whom they pleased was an improper 
restriction of their liberties. He moved 
in amendment that the bill be read a 
second time that day three months. 

The members were called in. Upon the 
question being put the amendment was 
carried upon the following division ‘—yeas, 
73; mays. 955. 


Langevin, 
Macdonald Sir J. 
(Lunenburg), McDonald (Middlessex), Masson 
(Soulanges), Masson (Terrebonne), McDougall 
(Three Rivers), McMonies,. Merritt, Moffatt, 
Morris, Morrison (Niagara), Nathan, Nelson, 
O’Connor, Perry, Pinsonneault, Pope, Ray, 
Renaud, Hobitaille, Ross’ (Champlain), Ryan 
(Montreal West), Shanly, Simard, Sproat, Steven- 
son, Street, Sylvian, Thompson (Cariboo), Tilley, 
Tourangeau, Tupper, Walsh, Webb, White 
(East Hastings], Wilson, Total, 73. 


Kingston), 


Nays.—Messrs.. Anglin, Barthe, Bechard, 
Blake, Bodwell, Bolton, Bourassa, Bowman, 
Burpee, Cameron (Huron), Carmic Oart=, 
wright, Cheval, Connel, Coupal, D 4 Sty 


Hyacinthe), Ferris, Fortier, Fournier, Geoffrion, 
Gordin, Hagar, Jones (Halifax), Kempt, Kilman, 
Kirkpatrick, Mackenzie, Magill, . McDonald 
(Renfrew), McMonies, Mills, Oliver, Pelletier, 
Pickard, Power, Pozer, Redford, Ross (Dundas), 
Ross (Prince Edward), Ross (Wellington) ©. R.), 
Rymal, Sc:tcherd, Schultz, Smith (Westmore- 
land), Snider, Striton, Thompson _ (Ontario), 
Tremblay, Wallace (Albert), Wells, Whitehead, 
White [Halton], Wood, Wright [York, Ont. W. 
R.], Young.—Total 55. __ 
The bill was accordingly thrown out. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE moved the second 
reading of the bill to provide for the trials 
of controverted elections before judges, 
and for the prevention of corrupt practices 
at elections for the House of Commons. 
He said the House was aware of the object 
of the measure. Many members having 
taken an interest, as was but natural, in 
the recent local elections, were aware that 
the measure had been approved of with 
reference to several of the Provinces. 
Three of the Provinces had election laws 
which embraced provisions for trials bea 
fore the Judge of controverted elections, 
the Provinces of New Brunswick, British 
Columbia, and Untario. [hese three Pro. 
vinces comprised, with reference to the 
new representation in this House, 110 
members out of the total number of about 
200 of which the House would be composed. 
It would thus be seen that, in a majority 
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of the constitutencies, as far as the voice 
of the people could be expressed on a sub- 
ject of this description through the Local 
Legislature, the principle of trying controx 
verted elections before Judges had been 
proved. He believed it was perfectly 
legitimate to assert that, as an argument, 
for the passage of this bill, the reason that 
all the principles which could by any pos- 
sibility apply to the measure in one Legis. 
lature must, eanecissicato, apply in the 
other Legislatures. If there was a well 
manifested expression of popular opinion 
in the one Legislature it followed that that 
opinion should apply and have the same 
force in the other. He would endeavour 
before he sat down to show that it applied 
in multio fortiori with reference to the 
Legislature of the Dominion. The fact that 
this law had been adopted in England 
was not immaterial, nor was it immaterial 
that the result there had not been at all 
unsatisfactory. He held that in matters 
of election this House was bound to look 
to the views of the people as expressed in 
the Local Legislatures. What was the 
election law of the Dominion except an 
aggregate of the laws adopted by the vari- 
ous local bodies? They had had some 
experience in the past of the evils of the 
existing state of things. There had been 
a eoneeeted election for Hochelaga which 
lasted nearly four sessions, and during all 
that time it had remained in doubt whether 
the hon. gentleman who sat for the county 
was really entitled to a seat on the floor of 
the House. He maintained that the state 
of the law which was capable of produc 
ing such results—results which were not 
exceptional- was disgraceful. ( Hear, hear.) 
He laid down this proposition—that it was 
essential to the ends of justice that Judges 
who were to decide a question of fact 
should be in a position to hear the evidence 
of all the witnesses upon the reliability 
and accuracy of whose statements they 
were to determine. But under the pre~ 
sent law it would be necessary to bring 
Witnessess from all parts of the Dominion 
to Ottawa, the result being that the rich 
man had a vast advantage over the poor 
man, and wealth would be an essential of 
the trial. The aliernative to which the 
House would be driven would -be to issue 
a commission to take evidence elsewhere ; 
that was objectionable in the last degree, 
for then something would be got which 
would no more tell what the real fact was, 
and what weight ought really to be given to 
it, than the perusal of the report of a man’s 
speech would give a correct idea of what 
the speech really was when delivered. 
He maintained that, for this and other 
reasons, the present system with reference 
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to the tribunal which was erected for the 
trial of the elections, was altogether un- 
satisfactory. He maintained that the pre: 
sent system, which had been cunningly — 
devised, was founded upon the theory, not 
that the members cf the House were im. 
partial, but on the avowed theory that 
they were not impartial, that that 
was a theory which acknowledged the 
defects of the tribunal, which acknow- 
ledged that members were more than 
liable to err in this matter, which acs 
knowledged that, with the best and most 
honorable intentions possible, they were so 
likely to do wrong that neither side was 
willing to trust the other, and which dis. 
posed of a case by appointing an equal 
number from each side upon the tribunal, 
and then to quarrel for the chairman, 
so that in nearly every instance when 
the chairman was chosen the case was 
virtually regarded as settled, and 
might as well be brought at once to an — 
end. In the British House of Commens 
they had recognized the imperfections of 
the tribunal, and had handed over to others 
better fitted to discharge the duty the 
trial of contested elections. It would de- 
volve upon those who choose to resist a 
similar change in Canada to make out an 
extremely strong case before they could 
justify it. He maintained that a system 
whicb localized the trials, which gave to 
the Judges to whom we were willing to 
entrust decisions in regard to everything 
we held dear—our lives, our property, our 
honour, our reputation—the power to de. 
termine whether an election had been 
fairly and properly conducted, was a system 
which commended itself to the general 
approval of the people. Was it not the 
boast of the country—he knew it to be the 
boast of his own Province—and would fain 
believe it was the boast of the other pro- 
vinces—that our judges were beyond cor- 
ruption, and beyond even the suspicion of 
it? Was it not the boast ot the country 
that the fountains of justice were pure and 
undefiled? If that was the case, then he 
maintained that they could not, in justice 
to their constituents, in justice to thems 
selves, refuse to pass a law which was 
essential, in fact, to the freedom and purity 
of elections. A most remarkable change 
for the better had been produced in Onx 
tario, by the change of law in that province, 
There was a great improvement in the 
Election of 1871, over the Election ot 1867 ; 
and he attributed that to the fact that the 
people were convinced that enactments 
respecting bribery and corruption, which 
had become dead letters under the old 
system, were changed into living laws, 
when they placed the administration in 


Elections. 


801 


- portance as that which he was 


Controverted 


the hands of judges and means were pro~ 
vided for the speedy trial of violations of 
them. What he asked now was whether 


hon. gentlemen were prepared in refer- 


ence to elections for the House, to give 


the same inducements to the electors and 
to the candidates, which it was in the ins 


terest of all of them to give, not only of 
preventing bribery and intimidation, but 
of affording a satisfactory mode of tryirg 


violations of the law. He argued that the 
expense of trying a controverted election 
_ would be no greater under the new than 


under the old system. Then, if the sys. 
tem he proposed was adopted, as he con~ 
tended it was specially adopted to a coun~ 
try covering so vast an area as this, it 
should be adopted. The great satisfaction 
which the people would derive from the 
trial being conducted in an open Court be 
fore themselves, from the witnesses being 
examined in their presence, from the facts 
being stated in the hearing of those who 


- were best qualified to judge of them, from 
the truth being got out before them, and 


from the decision upon those facts being 


given by Judges whom they knew, whom 


they trusted, and whom they were accus- 
tomed‘to have to decide in the other affairs 
—if it was a system of that kind then he 
said that, important as were the measures 
of amelioration which might come before 
the House, there was none of so great ima 
the humble 
medium of bringing uader their considera- 
tion. No greater blow could be struck 


against corruption and intimidation than 


; 
be 
: 
“J 
* 


would be struck by the bill, and the only 


_ ground upon which it could be opposed by 


hon. gentlemen opposite—would be a des 
liberate intention on their part to use that 
patronage with which they had been en~ 
trusted for the benefit of the whole coun- 
try, to use the influence they had as gov- 
ernors of the country, to exercise the con» 
trol they had over the administration of 
the public affairs of the country, as means 
and levers for improperly influencing the 
popular vote at the approaching elections, 
and to do all that, to use even the powers 
which the legislation of this session would 
put in their hands, 4s well as. to avail 
themselves of the purses of their friends 


throughout the constituencies, without in- 


curring the exposure, the confusion, and 
the difficulty which would follow a trial of 
these matters before a proper tribunal. 
(Hear, hear.) Those who were against the 
present system, and in favor of that purity 
of election which its abolition had secured 
in Ontario would vote for the bill. Those 
who were in favour of bribery and corrup- 
tion being practised, without any eflectuai 
check kbeing placed upon them—and he 
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characterized them in advance—would re~ 
ject the bill; and he trusted that, if they 
rejected and again became candidates, the 
people would reject them. (Hear, hear.) 
Hon. Sir J. A, MACDONALD said that, 
instead of arguing the bill on its merits, the 
hon. gentleman took occasion to threaten 
those who held different opinions from 
himself. ‘The hon. gentleman would find 
that that language would meet the fate it 
deserved, and that in adoping such a 
tone he would not increase his influence 
in the House or the country, or his useful~ 
ness in any way. The hon. gentleman 
had cast a deliberate slander on every 
member of the House when he said that 
the continuance of the old system would 
bea practical inducement to bribery and 
corruption. What was the law that now 
existed? it was that five men should be 
chosen by lot out of the House—not chosen 
by the majority—-but chosen by chance ; 
and the men who had been chosen by the 
people of the land to pass all the laws and 
to deal with all the subjects of public in- 
terest were to be stigmatized as men who 
countenance corruption ; and the commit~ 
tee, sworn solemnly to try each case ac- 
cording to law, was termed “ corrupted,” 
and was charged with committing perjury. _ 
That was the necessary inference of the 
hon. gentleman’s language, and no other 
conclusion could be drawn from it. In 
either case, whether before a judge or a 
committee, there was no doubt that the 
tribunal would be honest, and would do 
their duty; and his experience in Parliax 
ment had been that Committees on the 
whole had given decisions, as fair, as 
honest, as bench or Judges could give, 
however elevated. He did not deny that 
some argument might be made from 
consideration of convenience, had that line 
been taken by the hon, gentleman. It 
was unworthy of himto hold outa threat 
of the kind he had used; and for that 
reason, if for no other, the bill would be 
rejected. He objected, however, to the 
bill being passed now, for two reasons. In 
the first place the House should respect 
its own legislation. Did Parliament act 
with deliberation, or did it not, when the 
subject was before it last year? Didit not 
provide then that there should be a cer- 
tain system for the trial of controverted 
elections? There had been no change of 
circumstances, and no election had taken 
place since the Act passed, and any change 
would be resented by the Senate, for they 
would say, ‘‘We passed the Act iast year 
at the request of the House of Commons, 
and there has been no change of circum~ 
stances since.’”’ There was another ground 
of objection which, to his mind, was con- 
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clusive on the subject, and that was that 
until they they had Dominion Judges 
they had no right to force the trial of con- 
troverted elections on the present Judges. 
If any hon. gentleman would consult. the 
British North American Act he would see 
that this was the case, for it was provided 


that the constitution of the courts, their | 


organization, and their duties were to be 
uttered by the Local Legislatures. The 
xeneral Government had the power of ap-~ 
pointment and the fixing of salaries; but 
it had no power, and ought not to assume 


the power, of throwing upon the Judges | : 
| and improper. 


other duties than those provided by the 
local acts. It they could order the Judges 
of the Superior Court to try election peti. 
tions, they could order them to act on 
commission on any public subject what- 
ever, and to perform duties altogether in. 
consistent or at variance with their proper 
duties as Judges. It was unconstitutional 
in spirit to throw on the Judges duties 
other than these imposed on them by the 
Local Legislature, and the House would 
see the inconvenience of it. What security 
could there be that the Administration of 
Justice would be satisfactorily carried on, 
or how could the Government of any Pro- 
vince see to the proper economical admin- 
istration of Justice if the judges could be 
drazged away trom their duties and their 
courts, and be compelled to set aside a 
whole circuit because they were ordered 
by the Dominion Government to leave 
their bench and go away east, west, north 
or south to try election petitions. It was a 
step which would strike a serious blow at 
the very root of the satisfactory perform-— 
ance of the ordinary administration of jus« 
tice. There were 200 members in the 
House. Supposing that there were fifty 
disputed cases at the next election; fifty 
judges would have to be taken away from 
their ordinary duties. When next year 
the Dominion had Judges of its own sitting 
as a Court of Appeal, if it should be found, 
after a fair and full consideration of the 
whole subject, that. the Dominion J udges 
could, without interference with their ors 
dinary duties, have these duties imposed 
on them, it would be time enough to act. 
Under the present law, the Dominion Par- 
liament had no power to control the num. 
ber of Judges, or to increase them, and yet 
they were asked to throw a iditional bur- 
dens on them without concert with the 
local Governments in that behalf. 
argument, in his opinion, was conclusive 
against the bill. The two grounds on 
which he took objections to the matter 
were that, after the legislation of last 
Sesslon the Statute thea passed should be 
allowed to remain, is no new circumstance 


Hon. Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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had arisen; in the second place, that they 
were entering on a dangerous path if 
they assumed the power or authority of 
imposing any duties on the Judges other 
than those imposed on them by the Le~ 
gislature of the Province of which they 
were Judges. He moved that the bill be 
not now read a second time, but that it 
be read a second time that day thr 

months. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said, the first 
reason given by the hon. gentlemen, was 
that the mover of the bill had threatened 
the House. That reason was unfounded 
As to not passing a new 
law until the old one had been tried, the 
argument was fallacious. The House 
had imposed duties on Judges on 
several occasions. If they imposed duties 
on them respecting the Insolvency law, 
why should they not dothe same with the 
Election law. Again, Parliament could 
impose the duty of trying divorce cases, 
and several other matters. As to the 
question of convenience, it would not take 
nearly so great a number of Judges to 
try the cases. ‘he usual proposition of 
Contested Elections was about ten per cent, 
and seven Judges, at the outside would be 
able to dispose of the cases. Suppose 
there was a Court.of Appeal, that court 
would sit at Ottawa, and did the hon. 
gentleman propose to send these judges 
allover the Dominion? It was proposed to 
make up the court with seven jndges, and 
yet the hon. gentleman proposed to give 
controverted elections into their hands, 
and yet he said that 50 would be neces- 
sary. ‘lhe arguments were wholly against 
the grounds taken by the First Minister. 
He could understand that it might be con. 
sidered preferable to commit election 
cases to a committee of the House instead 
of to courts, though ne could not agree 
with that view. He remembered a case in 
which a member in an election committee 
had remained out of the way purposely to 
avoid,a decision, and gentlemen engaged 
in party strife might imperceptibly be ins 
flusnced by their party feeling. The very 
process of the appointment of the commi- 
tee involved the view that it was necessary 
to guard against party influence. He 
maintained that the trial by Judges was 
British and commended itself to the judg- 
ment of all menof any long Parliamentary 
experience, and should support the bill 
with the greatest eagerness. 

Hoa. Sir GHORGE CARTIER said the 
question was worthy of all consideration 
and examination, but it must be remem- 
bered that the system proposed was tried 
in the old province of Canada under the 
‘‘ Mackenzie Bill.” But there was a feel- 
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and after a year’s experience the Legisla~ 
ture repealed it. He did not blame hon. 
gentlemen apposite for their views, but a 
great majority were opposed to the princi. 
ple they held. He was in England some 
time.atter the passing of the law placing 
the matter in the hands of the judges, and 
several judges who had been called on to 
administer the law condemned the policy 
of taking them away from their ordinary 
duties to try controverted elections. 
That principle was merely on its trial, 
yet, and 1t was almost a certainty that the 
next Parliament would be called upon to 
adopt a uniform election law for the whole 
Dominion. It was impossible to do this 
last session on account of the accession of 
British Columbia, as in order to a proper 


decision, it was necessary to have repre— 


sentatives from each portion of the Dom. 
inion, The present law was only appli. 
cable to the next general election, and it 


would afterwards be necessary to frame a 


uniform measure. It would be more than 
unwise and imprudent at that moment to 


- substitute an untried system for one that 


had been tried, and untila uniform mea- 
sure could. be adopted. The experience 
of the first few years had brought about 
the conviction that the electoral basis 
should be uniform throughout the Dom. 
inion. He hoped the House would see 
that it was not expedient to impose the 
duty in question on judges under the con- 
trol of the local Governments, in addition 


- to their ordinary duties, and for this rea. 


son, and for the want of proper experi- 
ence, the bill ought not to pass. ihe 
question was an immense one, and could 
not be properly considered at the fag end 
of a session, and Parliament next year 
would be in a proper position to deal with 
the matter. 

Mr. ANGLIN did not understand the 
argument that the measure.cf last year 
should not be changed, if there was suffi- 
cient reason for such a change Ke be- 
lieved that the system of trial of elections 
before judges was recognized as the best, 
from the experience of the provinces that 
had tried it; and there was no doubt of 
its being the most convenient. The most 
important consideration was that bribery 
and corruption had been greatly discour- 
aged by the system of trial before judges. 
In addition, losses could be decided much 


more rapidly by judges than by a com~ 
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mittee, and indeed all facts, arguments, 
and experience concurred to support the 
measure now before the House. It had 
not been proved that the proper discharge 
of the ordinary duties of Judges had been 
interfered with by the imposal on them 
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of the trial of election cases, and he be~ 
lieved that if there were payment attached 
to controverted elections, no Judge would 
object to the work. The first considera- 
tion was that justice should be done. 
aut. RYMAL had bad much experience 
in matters of contested elections, and had 
known days and days taken up in trying 
the cases before a committee. He de- 
sired that Justice should be done, ard 
there should be no unnecessary delay, and 
he believed justice would be more certain 
under the system proposed than under 
that now in force. 

Mr. IRVINE had a strong conviction in 
favour of the principle of the proposed bill 
and should vote forit. He referred to the 
election law as a mere dead letter, and 
believed that there was great corruption 
at elections. The rezson of the law being 
imperative was that it was impossible for 
a committee to unseat a member for cor- 
rupt practices. He did not agree with the 
statement that Election Committees were 
influenced by party feelings, and referred 
to a case in which a Conservative had been 
unseated by a committee a majority of 
which were conservatives. He believed 
that the present tribunal was proved to be 
unsatisfactory,, and especially so to the 
gentlemen unfortunate enough to be 
chosen on the committees. He believed 
they could not do better than entrust the 
matter to the judges of the Jand, and 
thought that system had worked very well 
wherever tried. He never understood that 
the motion last year was to be permanent, 
and he could not agree with the argument 
that the House had no power to impose 
duties on judges. for every law passed im- 
posed on them the duty of carrying out the 
law. If it was imporiant that corrupt 
practices at elections should be put down, 
and if the present trioun»l was unsatisfac- 
tory, the only alternative was to place the 


‘matter in the hands of the Judges. 


Mr. SLUREET said the question was one 
of principle. ‘They had long experience of 
the present system, and he did not desire 
in any way to reflect on the Committee, 
but he believed trial by Judges was most 
likely to ensure justice and right. It was 
not a question of imposing too great a bur- 
den on the Judges, for if the burden was 
too great the allowance could be increased. 
The subject was that justice should be at— 
tained, and that should be the first consi- 
deration. On the score of convenience 
also the present system was undesirable, 
for 1t would be most incorrect to try a case 
from British Columbia or Manitoba under 
the present system, and it was desirable 
that all investigations should take place 
as early as possible. He was decidedly in 
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favour of the principle of trial by the 
Judges, and that principle had been found 
to work most satisfactorily. The bench 
was so entirely pure that the question 
could be submitted to no better tribunal. 
When they were asked to say which was 
the best principle they ought to decide at 
once, and not defer it till another session, 
The members were called in, and on Sir 
Jonn Macdonald’s motion the vote result- 
ed as follows :— Yeas, 66; nays, 49. 
YrAS—Baker, Bellerose, Benoit, Blanchette, 
Campbell, Caron, Uartier (Sir George), Chauveau, 
Chipman, Cimon, Coffin, Colby, Costigan, Currier, 
Daoust, Decosmos, Dobbie, Drew, Dugas, Fortin, 
Gaudet, Gendron, Grant, Grover, Heath, Hincks 
(Sir Francis), Houghton, Hurdon, Jackson, 
Keeler, Lacerte, Langevin, Langlois, Little, Mc- 
Donald (Sir J. A.), Macdonald (Lunenburg), Mc- 
Donald (Middiesex), McKeaghnev, Mofiatt, Mor- 
ris, Mcrrison (Niagara), Munroe, N elson, O’Con- 
nor, Perry, Pinsonneault, Pope, Ray, Renaud, 
kobitaille, Ross (Champlain), Ross, (Victoria, N. 
+.), Ryan (Montreal West), Shanly, Sproat, 
Stepheuson, Sylvain, Thompson (Cariboo), Tilley, 
Tourangeau, Tupper, Walsh, White (Kast Hast- 
ings), Wilson, Wright (Ottawa County),—Total 66. 
Nays—Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, Bertrand, 
Blake, Bodwell, ,bolton, Bourassa, Bowman, 
Burpee, Cameron [Huron], Cheval, Coupal, Fer- 
‘is, Fournier, Geofirion, Godin, Hagar, Irvine, 
Kempt, Kirkpatrick, Mackenzie, Magill, Masson 
[Terrebonne], McDougall [Rentrew], McMonies, 
Mills, Oliver, Pelletier, Picard, Pouliot, Pozer, 
Redford, Ross [Weliington, C. R.], Rymal, Scat- 
cherd, Smith [Westmoreland], Snider, Stirton, 
Street, Thomson’ [Ontario], ERSTE RS) W allace 


[Albert], Wells, White [Halton], hitehead, 
Wood, Wright [York, Ont., W. R.j, ° Young.— 
Total 49, 


The Bill was therefore thrown out. 


ADJOURNED. 


Hon. Sir. J. A. MACDONALD then 
moved that, when the House adjourn, it 
stand adjourned until Monday. 

Hon. Mr. MACKHKNZIE asked if there 
was any reason for not sitting on Saturday. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said there 
were Many members away, and nothing 
would be gained by sitting on that day. 
He would give notice next week, however, 
that the House should sit on Saturday of 
that week and the following Saturday. 

The motion was then carried. 

Mr, COSTIGAN moved the second reads 
ing of the bill to campel members of the 
local legislature in any Province where 
dual representation is not allowed, to re~ 
sign their seats before becoming candi 
dates for seats in the Dominion Parliax 
ment. He said if a man could only hold 
one seat he should only contestone. If 
he was not compelled to resign one he 
might come forward trom mere opposition. 
He would not have moved the bill except 
on principle. He had no personal interest 
buy moved it from a sense of duty. 

Mr. BODWELL said if the Hon. gentle- 
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Bodweli) would support it; but at present | 


it was,.only partial. 
Mr. Street. 


The principle had 
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been refused by the House. If the House 

intended to be consistent it would reject 
this bill, 4s it did last session. The very 
principle of the bill, affecting as it did 
only a portion of the Dominion, instead of — 
the whole of it, was objectionable. hes 

Mr. SAVARY thought the bill was a fair 
one, and would support it, hoping :t would 
receive the sanction of the House, 

Mr. GEOFFRION hoped the House 
would not adopt the bill, and moved an 
amendment that it be read that day three 

onths. 

Pe JACKSON intended to vote for the 
bill. He had always been in favour of allow- — 
ing the people the liberty of sending the 
same person to the Local and General Le- 
gislatures if they saw fit; but. as some of 
the Provincial Legislatures had restricted 
that liberty he thought it was only right 
that the legislation they had initiated 
should be made as perfect as possible, in — 
accordance with the views which he was 

sure they must have entertained. a 

Mr. ANGLIN thought the speeches of 
the member for Digby and others, indicat. _ 
ed plainly that the bill was of a personal 
character. ‘lhis bill would be regarded 
from one end of the Dominion to the other 
as having been passed to serve personal 
ends. The hon. member who last spoke 
seemed to say that the Local Legislature 
of Untario passed a bill as to dual repre-~ 
sentation, but it did not satisfy the people 
of Ontario, and we were asked to legislate 
upon the question. He objected altogether 
to legislation which would be regarded as 
personal and individual. His opinion was 
that one of the last acts of this Parliament 
of Canada should not be of suchachara — 
acter. : 

Mr. MILLS thought it was quite clear 
that the House should not pass the bill, 
and ought not seek td inapose certain dis- 
qualifications in some parts of Canada that 
would not apply in the least to all parts, 

Hon. Mr. YOUNG objected to the bill, 
as of a personal nature. A measure of sim- 
ilar purport had just been voted down by 
the Government, and it was inconsistent 
to support this. Ontario would regard the 
vote as a political trick, which would add 
to the majority of his hon. friends, the 
members for West Durham and Lambton. 
He trusted the House would be consistent 
as he (Mr. Young) was, and vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. DeCOSMOS intended to vote against 
the motion of the hon. member for Victo- 
ria, as he was opposed toa principle that 
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' would entail disastrous results. 
man would make his bill general he (Mr. | 


Hon. Mr. GRAY said there was so little 
of a personal nature in the bill, that there 


| was not a single member from New Bruns- — 
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_ wick who would vote against the proposi-~ 
tion made this year by the same member 
for New Brunswick, who had moved it!last. 
_ He should certainly vote for the measure 
_ this year, as he did last. __ 

___ Mr. COSTIGAN urged that there was no- 
_ thing of a personal nature in this measure. 
Last year the hon. members for Untario 
_were not affected by his introduction of 
_ the measure; but because they could be 
this year it was not his (Mr. Costigan’s) 
fault. He had been perfectly consistent. 

_ Mr. ROSS (Dundas), had opposed the 
measure last year and saw no reason to 
change his mind. 

The members were then called in and 
Mr. Gofferion’s amendment was lost on 
' the following vote :—yeas, 39, nays, 65. 

YEAS.—Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, Bodwell, Bou- 
_ rassa, Bowman, Coupal, DeCosmos, Drew, Four- 
_ nier,Geofirion, Godin, Langevin, Lawson, Masson, 
~ Mackenzie, Magill, Masson [Terrebonne], Mac- 
_ dougall [Renfrew] Mills, Munro, Oliver, Pelletier, 
_ Redford, Ross [Dundas], Ross [Wellington C.R.], 
_Rymal, Scatcherd, Snider, Stirton, Thompson 
_ [Ontario], Tourangeau, Tremblay, Wells, White, 
_ {Halton}, Whitehead, Wilson, Wood, Wright 
_ [York, Ont. W. R.], Young,—39. 
_ NaAys.—Messrs. Baker, Bellerose, Benoit, Ber- 

trand, Blake, Bolton, Cameron [Inverness], 
_ Campbell, Caron, Cartier, Chauveau, Chipman, 
_ Cimon, Coffin, Colby, Connell, Costigan, Currier, 
_ Dobbie, Dugas, Fortier, Gaudet, Gendron, Grant, 
Gray, Grover, Hurdon, Irvine, Jackson, Keeler, 

Kirkpatrick, Lacerte Langlois, McDonald [Lun- 
 enburg|, McDonald {Middlesex}, McKeazghney, 
_ Moffatt, Morris, Morrison [N iagaraj, O’Connor, 
_ Perry, Picard, PinsonneaulIt, Pope, Pouliot, Ray, 
_ Renaud, Robitaille, Ross [Champlain], Ross Vic- 
 toria, N. S.], Ryan [Montreal West], Savery, 

Shanly, Sproat, Stephenson, Street, Sylvian, 
Thompson [Cariboo], Tilley, Tupper, Wallace 
_ [Albert], Walsh, White [East Hastings], Wright 
_ [Ottawa].—65. 


_ Hon. Sir J.A. MACDONALD having been 
_ called on to vote, said he had paired with 
Sir George Cartier. (Great laughter.) 

__ The second reading of the bill was dea 
_clared carried on a division. 

_ The House adjourned at 12.35 till Mons 
day. ; 


re eee 


SENATE. 
Monpay, May 27. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at eight 
o’clock. 
INTERCOLONIAL R. R. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
_asked the Government whether the Inter- 
colonial Railway between River du Loup 
and the River Metis, will be opened be- 
fore September next, if not, when? 
_ Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied that it 
would not be opened during that month, 
but probably at an early date after that 
time. 
: BAY VERTE CANAL. 
Hon, Mr. DICKEY asked whether the 
53 
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Government intend during the present 
year to take the necessary preliminary 
steps for inviting tenders ‘for the early 
construction of a canal to unite the waters 
of the Bay of Fundy with the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence ? 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL replied that the 
Government intended asking tenders for 
the construction of the works as soon as 
they received necessary authority from 
Parliament. 
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- BILLS. 


Bills respecting Banks and Banking, 
Savings Banks, St. Lawrence Bank and 
Mutual Life Association, were read a 
second time. 

Bills respecting Civil Service, Public 
Debt, Indemnity in connection with the 
Fenian invasion of Manitoba, and Geologi- 
cal Survey, were passed in Committee and 
read a third time. 

Bill to naturalize A. P, Dodge was also 
read a third time and passed. fe 

A large number of Bills were received 
from the Commons, and ordered for a 
second reading to-morrow. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, May 27th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3:20 
p.m. The attendance was small, there not 
being more than seventy members in the 
House. 


DOMINION WATER-WORKS. 


After routine. 

Mr. WVOD moved concurrence in the 
amendments made in Committee of the 
Whole to the Bill to incoporate the 
Dominion Water-Works Company. Carried. 


RAILWAY BONDHOLDERS, 
Hon. Col. GRAY moved the second reading 


of the Bill to do justice to the bondholders 


in the case of the Houlton Branch Railway 
Company of the Province of New Brunss 
wick, incorporated by Act of the Assembly, 
30 Vic., cap. 54. He said in explanation 
of the Bill that the inhabitants of the town 
of St. Stephens, in the county of Charlotte, 
N. B., desired some years ago to have a 
branch constructed to connect the town 
with a railway running into the United 
States. ‘l'hey accordingly agreed with the 
Company, which was an American corpora. 
tion, that if the Company gave $30,000 for 
the purpose of constructing the Branch 
they would give $15,000. he first step 
taken in the matter was before Confedera.- 
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tion, but the Act authorizing the town to 
issue debentures in aid of the Railway was 
passed by the Local Legislature after the 
union. ‘The debentures were issued under 
the authority of this Act, and the railway 
was built in consequence,of which property 
in the town had greatly increased in value. 
Since then, however, a ratepayer had taken 
exception to the legality of the debentures, 
refusing to pay his share of the assessment, 
and the matter having been carried to the 
Supreme Court of New Brunswick it was 
there decided that the Act authorizing 
them having been passed since Confedera; 
tion and for the benefit of a railway running 
into a foreign country beyond the powers 
of the Province, it was ultera viers of New 
Brunswick Legislature to pass such an Act. 
The object of this bill was, therefore, to 
legalize the debentures. and protect the 
innocent holders of them. He could not 
conceal his belief that there might be diff. 
culties in the way of the passing of the bill, 
nor would he shrink from confessing that 
there might be doubt as to jurisdiction of 
Parliament on the matter. However it was 
desirable that the innocent should not 
suffer, and more especially as the parties 
who would be wronged under a technical 
plea in this case were foreigners; and, as 
there were precedents for interference to 
recetify such defective Legislature, he 
thought it was within the power of Parlias 
ment to pass the Bill. He quoted several 
authorities to sustain this view of the case. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said some of the 
provisions of the Bill seemed to him to be 
extraordinary, and he would like to know 
the views of the Minister of Justice with 
regard to them. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
had read the Bill with some little care, 
and he must say it appeared to him to be 
doubtful whether, under the circumstances, 
this Parliament had power to pass the 
Act, or if it did pass it, whether by so doing 
it would render the debentures valid. He 
must say that he had very great doubt 
upon that point. (Hear, hear.) As he 
understood the facts they were these :— 
A company had been incorporated by the 
Legislature of New Brunswick to build a 
railway to the province line. ‘I'he Legislax 
ture, of course, had the power to do that, 
under the British North America Act. It 
then appeared that aforeignjcompany in the 
State of Maine, had offered to the people 
of St. Stephen that if they would contribute 
towards its equipment the company would 
construct a branch line to connect with the 
railway authorized by the Legislature, 
which was to run to the Province line, 
This had been agreed to, and an act passed 
the Legirlature uuthurizing the justices of 


Hon. Col. Gray. 
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St. Stephen to issue, on behalf of the muni- 
cipality, debentures for the purpose of 
aiding this foreign company in the carry- 
ing on of the work of connecting the towu 
by railway with the province line. I[t was 
not at all claar to his mind that the judg. 
ment of the court, on declaring these 
invalid, was a correct one. (Hear, hear.) 
That was his view of the matter; but he 
stated it under reservation, as he had not 
yet had time to look into it thoroughly. 
It appeared to him that, if the power of 
legalizing the debentures existed anyx 
where, and it surely must exist somewhere, 
it ,was in the Local Legislature. If that 
was the case then it will not rest with this 
Parliament to interfere. This was not a 
question of the construction of a railway 
connecting with New Brunswick with a 
foreign country, and declared to be for the 
the general benefit of Canada. If it were, 
Parliament would have a right to legislate 
on the matter; but as the case stood, if 
Parliament passed a bill declaring that the 
debentures had been legally issued, the 
court would have just as strong reasons for 
declaring that the Act was unconstitution~ 
al, as it had for deciding against the Prox 
vincial Act. (Hear, hear.) 

Hon. Mr. E. B. WOOD maintained that 
the Dominion Legislature had power in the © 
matter. Without any disrespect to the 
New Brunswick court that had decided 
against the legality of these debentures, 
he would say that a more imbecile set of 
reasons, for a judicial decision, he had 
never heard given in his life. (Hear, hear 
and laughter.) He referred to several 
Bills that had been considered by Railway 
Committee, for the chartering of Bridge 
Companies, and held with regard to them 
that the power sought was within the 
jurisdicition of the Provincial Legislature. 
the British North American Act, he 
argued, gave authority to the Local Legis- 
lature to authorize the construction of a 
railway to the limit of the Province, and it 
would be absurd to hold that, because the 
work extended into a foreign country, it 
therefore passed out of the jurisdiction of 
the Local Legislature, for neither the 
general nor the Local Legislature could 
give power to carry on a work beyond the 
frontier of ihe country. The only way in 
which a Provincial Railway running to the 
boundary could be brought within the 
jurisdicition of Parliament would be to 
declare it a work for the general benefit of 
Canada. With regard to these debentures, | 
Parliament had no power to legislate in 
any way, ani the whole matter should be- 
left in the hands of the Local Legislature. 

Mr. SMICH (Westmoreland) did not 
think it seemly for an hon. member to 
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: stigmatize as ‘imbecile’ 
_ which there was none of a higher character 


a court than 


in the Dominion. He ventured to say on 
_ behalf of the bar of New Brunswick, that 
there was no lawyer, no judge, no chief 
justice, in the whole of Canada whose re- 
_ putation stood higher, or who had superior 
legal attainments than the Chief Justice of 
that Province (Hear. hear.) As to the 
_ decision the Court had given in this case, 
it was in his opinion based upon sound 
_ principles of law, and would stand the test 
of an appeal to the Privy Council. He 
read a petition signed by 200 ratepayers 
of the town of St. Stephen against the 
_ passage of this Bill, on the ground that 
the act had been carried through the 
Provincial Legislature by surprise, and 
- without fairly consulting the inhabitants 
of the town. He said he had no opinion 

to offer upon this petition, which he simply 

read for the information of the House. 


Mr. BOLTON pronounced the state. 
- ments contained in the petition untrue, 
- and said he was sorry to see among those 
_ who had signed it the names of several 
_ parties who had voted for the issue of the 
_ debentures, and who, after pledging the 
_ faith of the town to the Railway Company, 
- now wished to have those debentures de- 

clared invalid. Hewas in favour of some 

measure of relief being offered to the in- 
- nocent holders of those securities. 


Mr. SMITH said that the principle had 
been laid down that it was not in the power 
_of a Local Legislature to give aid to anybody 

- or corporation thatderives it existence from 
the Parliament of Canada; neither;converse- 

ly would it bein the power of Parliament to 
give aid to any body or corporation deriv- 
ing its existence from a local Legislature. 

[f that principle was sound, then the course 

to pursue would be to delegate the whole 
matter to the Legislature of New Bruns- 
wick. There was another point which he 
thought deserved attention; it was whether 

it was in the power of Parliament or of a 
Local Legislature to give aid out “of the 
public monies to any body or corporation 
that was of a purely private character ; in 
other words, had Parliament or a Local 
Legislature power to tax the people for 
any Other than a public purpose. He 
thought it was quite clear taxation could 
not be imposed for any private object. 
Railway Corporations were private bodies, 
and Municipalities might aidthem by tax. 

- ing; but it they gave a bonus they would 
_ thereby deprive the minority of any pro- 
- tection. He denied that any power could 
_ be conferred to enable the municipality to 
_ levy a rate in aid ofany work that was not 
_ a public work, and be read from a decision 
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of an amnesty Judge to establish this 
point. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said if the doctrine 
of the hon. member on the point was cor- 
rect, there was a large number of Railway 
securities in New Brunswick, where rail~ 
ways had been constructed by the aid of 
Provincial as well a3 Municipal bonuses, 
which would be entirely worthless. (Hear, 
hear.) With regard to this clause the Go- 
vernment had given assistance to the 
town, Calais had voted $15,000; the town 
of Hoalton, also in the State of Maine, 
$30,000, and the town of St. Stephen had 
issued debentures to the amount of $15,- 
000. All these debentures had been sold 
by the Railway Company in order to com. 
plete the work, and were now in the hands 
of innocent holders. The position there- 
fore was just this ; that when these parties 
asked for their interest they were told that 
the highest court in the province had dex 
cided that the Legislature had no power to 
authorize the issue or securities they had 
purchased, and they were therefore de- 
prived of the money to which they were 
fairly and equitably entitled. He took it 
for granted that the Act of the Local Le~ 
gislature had been submitted to the Min- 
ister of Justice and declared by him to be 
such an act as it was within the power of 
the Legislature to pass. The Court having 
decided, however, that the Provincial Le- 
gislature had no right to pass such a law, 


it remained for Parliament, and he could 


see no other authority which could be ap- 
pealed to—to compel justice being done. 
The town of St. Stephens had given its as 
sent tothe issue of the bonds, and he 
could not see that there were any sound 
objections to the confirmation of that as- 
sent by Parliament. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said every one 
would avgree that justice ought to be done; 
but the question was whether Parliament 
was able to do them justice If this House 
had no power 1t would be no more than a 
farce to pass an act that the court might 
afterwards declare to be uncon titutional. 
He did not pretend to say the House had 
not the power, but that was a position in 
which it might be placed. It appeared to 
him, taking a general view of the matter, 
that if Parliament was competent to legal- 
ise the bonds, it was competent to author. 
ize the municipality of any of the Pro- 
vinces to grant aid to any railway or other 
work it chooses. If thenitwas competent 
to authorize them to do certain things it 
would be equally competent to compel the 
Municipalities to do this. This would go 
far towards establishing a centralizing sys- 
tem which would be very objectionable to 
the Provinces, and in his opinion it was a 


815 


danger to be apprehended and avoided. 
He was quite willing that justice should be 
done, but still the House must be guarded 
by principles of public law and by the 
provisions of the con :titution under which 
we were governed. There was another 
point worthy of consideration, whether it 
was right to appeal to this House to make 
good what a court of law had decided to 
be invalid. He doubted very much whether 
it should be attempted to set aside by an 
Act of Parliament the decision of the 
highest court in one of the Provinces. 

Hon: Mr. TILLEY said that the bill 
was quite in accordance with the judgment 
of the Court, because the Court had de- 
clared that it was this Parliament and not 
the Provincial Legislature that had power 
to authorize the debentures. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE could not help 
thinking, although of course he did not 
express the opinion with the contidence 
of professional knowledge, that the judg. 
ment of the Court was adverse to the com- 
mon interpretation of the constitution. 
If Parliament passed the bill in its present 
shape a number ot measures that had 
passed the Local Legislatures in the belief 
that they were constitutional would be 
presented in a new light, and doubt might 
be thrown upon them as not being acts 
which it was within the power of those 
Legislatures so enact. 

Mr. ANGLIN supported the _ bill. 
He said it had been the invariable practice 
of this House to exercise jurisdiction in the 
case of all railways which ran to the bound. 
ary of a province and into a foreign country. 
The point of the hon. member for Brant 
was not, he thought, a vital one. ‘hat 
hon. geatlemanhad argued that, because 
there was no power anywhere to authorize 
a work beyond the frontier, it was within 
the jurisdiction of the Local Legislature to 
authorize works to the boundary line, on 
the ground that such works were within 
the Province. Before that was determined, 
the question of what was a boundary line 
had to be settled. Asa line was geometri- 
cally length without breadth, it remained 
to be decided what the exact meaning of 
‘line’? was when applied to works extend- 
ing to the ‘frontier. The phrase in the 
constitution was—* extending beyond the 
limits of the Provinces,” and with regard 
to these words there should be a final un« 
derstanding before the question of jurisdic- 
tion was conclusively settled. So far 
Parliament has assumed the jurisdiction, 
and he said that authority should be ex, 
ercised in the case where a simple act of 
Justice was to be done. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the Local 
Legislatures had held that they had a right, 
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under the authority of the British North 

America Act, to charter. railways which 
ran within the limits of the Province, and 
the Ontario Legislature had passed an Act 

authorizing the construction of the Canada 
Southern Railway, which ran from one 
boundary to the other. Then it would be 
remembered that some years ago, when 
the St- Lawrence and Ottawa Railway Com- 
pany sought amendments to its charter, 
this House had refused to legislate on the 
ground that the road was solely within the 
Province of Ontario, and in order to bring 
the subject within the jurisdiction of Par- 
liament, a claused had been inserted 


authorizing the company to cross the — 


River Ottawa into the Province of Quebec. 

Mr. ANGLIN said that the railways 
he had referred to as being within 
the jurisdition of this House, were those 
which would make arrangements and cone 
nections on the frontier with foreign rail» 
ways. With regard to the Bill, he thought 
it should be passed in order to afford a 
necessary measure of relief. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER took ex. 
ception to the doctrine that had been laid 
down by the hon. member for Bothwell with 
regard to the power of Local Legislatures 
to apply the surplus revenue to purposes 
which it might consiier to be of public 
interest to the Province, The hon. mem- 
ber had denied ihe right of the Local 
Legislature to appropriate any of the pro. 
vincial income or impose any taxation in 
order to aid an undertaking which was not 
for the public good and for the use of the 
State. In laying down that proposition he 
had appiled it to the case of the Dominion 
Goyernment in granting aid for the im. 
provement of certain harbours. He (Sir 
George) would refer the hon. gentleman 
to the 126th clause of the British North 
America Act, which gave the Local Legis- 
lature power to appropriate the surplus 
revenue to any purpose which it might 
declare to be for the public service of the 
Province. The ‘Legislature were the sole 
Judges as to whether the work to be aided 
was a public work useful to the Province, 
or not. With regzrd to the bill before 
the House, ifthe hon gentleman who had 
it in charge made out a‘case, Parliament 
would have the right to legislate in the 
direction asked, since it had jurisdiction 
with regard to Boirds and matters of that 
kind. It did not follow that the action of 
Parliament would disturb the judgment of 
the court for the boards might be legalized 
without affecting that judgment in any 
way. He (Sir George) was glad when con. 
stitutional questions of this kind arose to 
have them thoroughly discussed and well 
considered. 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 


_he understood the Minister of Militia to 


say that the House could authorize local 
municipalities to impose taxation. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said, not 
at all, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE understood him 
to say they could issue bonds. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said he 
referred to the Company. 

Hon.Col. GRAY said the present applica- 
tion was made to the House in virtue of 
the decision of the court. The application 
was made to the court of assessment, and 
the court declared the assessment to be 


illegal and void on the ground that the 


«act. 


Legislature had no right to pass such an 
The member for Brant seemed to 


_ doubt the power of Parliament to legislate, 


tel 


but he would call attention to the language 


_ of the section of the British North America 
_ Act, which provided that the Provincial 
_ Legislatures should have the right to legis- 
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late on certain subjects. one exception, 
_ however, being all undertakings extending 


beyond the limits of the Province. 
Hon. Mr. WOOD It did not speak of 


_ works extending into foreign countries. 


Hon. Col. GRA Y—If Parliament had not 


~ power to legislate on this subject what had 
_ it been doing year after year? He referred 


to these acts passed in 1870 and 1871, in 


which the same principle was involved, 


en 


a 


ee te 


_ namely the acts respecting the Federation, 
_and the John Bridge Company, the Detroit 
Tunnel Company, and the International 
_ Bridge Company. The member for Both- 


well held a Local Legislature had no right 


_to authorize a subsidy for a private com- 


_ pany, but he (Col. Gray) maintained that 
_ railways were quasi public works, and from 
_ the moment of their construction passed 
_ beyond the jurisdiction of municipal or 
_ county authorities, and that the principle 


_had been acted on time after time. 


The 


hon. member was too refined with his 


_ theories, and they would not work 
- practice. ~~ 


n 


Mr. MILLS—It is a question ot law.. 
Hon. Col. GRAY—Then let the legal tri- 


_ bunal settle the matter, Every oneadmitted 


the equity of the bill, and as the court had 


- decided that the Local Legislature had not 


power in the matter, he trusted the mea- 


‘sure would be allowed to proceed. 


Mr. GEOFFRION spoke in French 


_ against the measure, 


Hon. Col. GRAY asked whether he una 


derstood the hon. member that Parlia- 


| 


ment had no power to legalize the de~ 
bentures, because it would be an invasion 


_ of municipal rights. 


' 


Mr, GEOFFRION said he would repeat 


: his remarks in English as well as he could. 


A 
: 
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] 
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He maintained that the judgment of the 
court must have been on the ground that 
the debentures were issued in favour of a 
body having no legal existence. Because 
if the Company had no right by their Act 
of incorporation to issue debentures, the 
Parliament had "no power to give it to 
them. The bill seemed to indicate that 
the Company ought to have been incorpo. 
rated by the Dominion Parliament, and in 
that he fully concurred. 

Hon. Col. GRAY said the decision wis 
not that the company was illegally formed, 
because it was incorporated before Confoe- 
deration ; but it was that the Local Legis- 
lature had no power to authorize aid to 
the company, because it was 2 company 
connecting with a foreign country. 

Mr. GEOFFRION could not understand 
that the Dominion Parliament could give 
the company greater powers than those 
conferred on them by the Local*Legisla~ 
ture, and should oppose the bill.9 

Hon: Sir JOHN MACDONALD ’said'per- 
haps the second reading had better take 
place, and then allow it to stand over 
without any argument as to the principle, 
so that the matter could be more fully 
looked into. There seemed at present to 
be some confusion as to the facts of the 
case. which should be removed before 
dealing with the matter. So far as he 
could gather, the facts of the case were, 
that the Legislature of Nova Scotia, before 
Confederation, incorporated a Company 
called the ‘ Houlton Branch Railway 
Company,” to make a railway from the 
St, Andrew’s Railway to the Province 
line; that the State of Maine incorporated 
another company, composed, however, of 
the same individuals, and with the same 
end, and they were two distinct corpora~ 
tions. ‘Che town of Houlton, in the State 
of Maine, offered the American Company 
$30,000, and the“town of St. Stephens 
offered the New Brunswick Company 
$15,000. If the New Brunswick Legislas 
ture had the power to grant a charter to 
the Company, and it existed at Confedera- 
tion, he could not see why the town of St. 
Andrews should not contribute to the line, 
although it was known that the line would 
connect with a foreign line. He spoke of 
course with grevt hesitation in view of the 
decision of the Supreme Court; but he 
could not see how the act was invalid, for 
if the original charter was valid, he did 
not see why the Legislature of “New 
Brunswick could not authorize the*town 
of St. Stephen to help the railway. ’ 

Mr. A. J. SMITH said the act authori 
zing the aid distinctly cited that the rail— 
way wasifrom New Brunswick to Houlton, 

Hon, Mr. BLAKE said that there were 
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several cases in Ontario which, if the legis- 
lation in the case in question were illegal, 
were also illegal. The Grand Junction 
Railway and several others were cases in 
which companies having been incorporated 
by the Dominion Parliament, municipali« 
ties had been authorized to aid by the 
Local Legislature. 

Hon. Mr. WOOD said the judgment was 

on the ground that the work wasa Dominion 
work and could not be helped by the 
Local Legislature, and he held that the 
Court was entirely wrong; for, suffering 
the judgment to be correct, the Minister 
of Justice would see that the whole rail- 
way Jegislation of Ontario*would be swept 
away. 
(Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.—There was 
still a more serious point in the considera 
tion .of railways about to be built. He 
instanced the Kingston and}* Pembroke 
Railway, which, he said, could not be built 
without aid from the municipality, and 
therefore, if the judgment of the Court 
of New Brunswick were upheld, the people 
interested in that and similar undertakings 
would doubt whether ‘they could*proceed 
with the proposed work. 

Hon. Col. GRAY said that in the present 
case the Company was incorporated before 
Confederation. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that made 
no difference. If the judgment were 
upheld it must apply all over the Domi- 
nion. 

Mr. A. J. SMITH said in the present 
case it was not a municipality, but merely 
a portion of St. Stephens, which had no 
legal existence previously. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that this made 
no difference, as before Confederation 
municipalities had no power to make 
money grants to railways, but only to lend 
money or take stock. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
parish was not a municipality, and that 
certainly made a difference, because the 
whole argument of the hon. gentleman as 
to the want of power in the Dominion 
Government to §extend power to munici- 
palities in this respect would fall to the 
ground. The judgment seemed to be on 
the ground that, as the line was one run- 
ning into a foreign country, the Local 
Legislature could not act in the matter. 

Hon. Mr. WOOD said'that would apply to 
other railways. The judgment was simply 
on the ground that it was a Dominion 
work. . 

Mr. MILLS said that if the Minister of 
Justice examined the judgment, he would 
see that it referred to the railway extend- 
ing beyond the boundaries of the Pro- 
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vince, merely to show it to be a Dominion 
work. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said it 
would be remembered that when the 
Railway Act passed, the question of muni~ 
cipal aid was specially left to the Local 
Legislature. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said in that view the 
judgment was bad. 

The bill was then read a second time 
and ordered for committee on Monday 
next. 


TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 


Mr. FORTIER moved thesecond reading 
of the bill to amend the Act to Incorpo« 
rate the Canadian and European Telegraph 
Company, which was carried, and the bill 
was then passed through committee, and 
read a third time and passed. 


HARBOURS, 


Mr. BOLTON asked whether it was the 
intention of the Government to introduce 
a bill during the present session to control 
the management of harbours and provide 
for the appointment of harbour masters 
in the Province otf New Brunswick, the 
present provincial law on the subject being 
entirely inoperative. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said it was not the 
intention of the Government to provide 
during the present session for harbour 
masters in that Province. 


JUDGE BOSSE. 


Mr. GEOFFRION, in the absence of Mr. 
Fournier, moved to refer the petition of 
Prudence Titz and others, respecting Mr. 
Justice Bosse, to a committee of seven 
members. He said he thought that a 
report might be obtained from a commit- 
tee so that the House could act in the 
matter. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said it 
had been understood that the matter 
should stand over until the petition was 
printed. The question was a serious one, 
affecting a Judge, and should not be pro- 
ceeded with until the petition was before 
the House. 


Hon Sir GEORGE CARTIER said Mr. 
Fournier had agreed to delay the matter 
until the pet’tion was printed. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that the Govern» 
ment ought to assume the responsibility 
of the matter. The acts complained of 
were not disputed, and if the Government 
did not act the evil would remain until 
another session, and the Government 
therefore ought to decide whether they 
would not take charge of the matter and 
see the evil complained of remedied. If 
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they would not do this the matter should 


be pressed by the House, but if the Min. 


ister of Justice would promise to deal 
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with the matter he would be satisfied. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said they 
all had the same object in view; first, to 
see that the administration of Justice was 
correctly carried out, and secondly, to 
extend due protection to Judges in the 
performance of their duties, while in no 
way shielding them when in the wrong. 
He was not aware what was contained in 
the petition, but presumed it might be 
before the House at any moment. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that unless 
the House had decided that the member 
himself should pay for the printing of the 
petition it was an idle farce, for the Print~ 


Ing Committee had not met for a fortnight, | 


and all printing was behind hand. 

Hon. Sir J JHN MACDONALD said the 
remarks of the member for West Durham 
were perfectly reasonable, and if the mat- 
ter were allowed to stand over he would 
look into the question and give an answer 
on the morrow. 

The motion was allowed to stand. 

lt being six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTHR RECESS, 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 
Mr. COFFIN moved an address for cor- 


_ respondence on the protection of the rev- 


enue on the coasts and harbours of Nova 
Scotia. He desired to impress upon the 
House and the Government the necessity 
which existed tora more complete cus- 
toms organization than was -in force in 
Shelbourne and several of the neighbour- 
ing counties in Nova Scotia, From these 
places a large trade was done with the 
United States, and the difficulty and delay 
which were now experienced in reaching 
the custom house extended a premium to 
the illicit traffic which so largely existed 
in the neighbourhood. He expressed a 
strong belief that the revenue receipts 
would be greatly increased by the estab- 
lishment of more custom houses. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY said he was not aware 
of any correspondence having passed be- 
tween the Dominion and Local Govern- 
ments on the subject The only corres- 
pondence that had occurred was with offix 
cers of the Government in reference to 
additional appointments for the protection 
of the Revenve. The Government had 
decided to make a few additional appoint- 
ments which he thought would be quite 
sufficient to protect the revenue. What- 
ever papers there might be upon the sub- 
ject would be brought down. 

The motion was carried. 
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LAKE HURON HARBOURS. 

Mr. SPROAT, in moving for an address 
for correspondence referring to the har- 
bours of Port Kigin and Inverhuron, said 
that he regarded these as of being two 
the most important commercial ports on 
Lake Huron, whose interests had been te 
some extent overlooked in the past. He 
might mention with regard to the port of 
Inverhuron, that a great portion of the 
works in the harbour had been constructed 
by the aid of a grant from the Govern- 
ment in former years,@and a considerable 
amount to supplement these grants had 
also been voted by the municipal author~ 
ities from time to time. He found, how- 
ever, that owing to a want of means to 
keep them in proper repairs the works 
were now falling into a very dilapidated 
state, and he thought if the Government 
looked careiully into the matter they would 
find that the large amount that had al- 
ready been expended would easily be 
made productive by a small additional ap. 
propriation. (Hear, hear,) By an Order 
in Council, dated 29th March, 1870, the 
harbours of the Dominion had been divided 
into four difterent classes, and in making 
that division he thought the Government 
had acted wisely. ‘ihe second of these 
classes consisted of ‘*Harbours, the con- 
struction improvement or repairs of which 
are matters of both general and local inter- 
ests, and for which the Dominion Govern- 
ment might detray not exceeding one halt 
the expenditure on condition that the re- 
maider were provided from other sources.”’ 
Now he thought 1t a point worthy of men- 
tion with regard to the harbour of Port 
Elgin, that there had been a total expen« 
diture upon it of more than $30,0U0, only 
$4000 of which had been received from 
the Government. He was authorised to 
say that, if any further grant was made 
by the Government under the authority of 
Parliament, of any amount not exceeding 
$20,000, the spirited and enterprising in- 
habitants of Port Elgin would be prepared 
to make an equivalent appropriation. 
(Hear, hear.) That being the case, 1t was 
clear that the work of harbour improve- 
ment was a matter that excited a good 
deal of local mterest. Jt was not, how- 
ver, merely a local work, for the harbour 
was one of general imyortance to the trade 
of the country. There were several rea~ 
sons which might be adduced for this; but 
the fact would hardly be questioned when 
he stated that for many years past a large 
amount of grain had been annually 
shipped from that point, and that at the 
opening of navigation, this spring, there 
had been no less than a quarter of a 
million of bushels awaiting shipment. 
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When he mentioned that fact,he thought 


Superannuation 


he might safely assume, and the House," 


he was sure, would agree with him, that 
it was a port not only of a local but of 
general importance to the country.. (Hear, 
hear.) He might also mention that one 
of the main trunk lines of railway in that 
part of Ontario, a railway which he would 
venture to predict would be one of the 
main trunk lines in Canada ere long, was 
now in process of construction, and would 
be completed to Port Higin before the end 
of July xext, That line would be one of the 
principal arteries of trade in that part ot 
the country, and when completed would, 
he had no hesitation in saying, form one 
of the great lines of traffic through the 
western peninsula of Canada to the great 
North West. He felt sure he had only to 
draw the attention of the Minister of 
Public Works to this subject in order to 
elicit that gentleman’s sympathy and aid, 
for he had always shown great willingness 
to render assistance in matters of this 
kind when they were properly presented 
tohim. If the hon. gentleman would look 
carefully and thoroughly into the subject, 
he would find that the statement he had 
made with regard to the value and im- 
portance of these harbours was borne out 
by the facts, and that the harbour was one 
of grave importance. He was sure the 
hon. gentleman would act in the tuture as 
he had in the past, with a due regard to 
the public interests, and that in doing so 
he would arrive at the conclusion that the 
harbours of Port Elgin and Inverhuron 
were such as in the interests both of the 
immediate locality and the public at large 
should be improved and protected. (Hear 
hear. ) 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said he had nos 
thing to add to what the hon, gentleman 
had so forcibly stated with regard to these 
harbours. He could only say that the 
papers would be brought down, and that 
the hon. gentleman might rest satistied 
that the matter would be considered by 
the Government with every regard to the 
requirements of the public service. (Hear, 
hear.) 

Lhe motion was carried. 


SUPERANNUATION FUND, 


Mr. JOLY resumed the adjourned debate 
on the proposed motion that the House do 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
to consider a resolution respecting the 
Superannuation Fund. te said that, as 
he had stated the matter at some length 
when he had brought it before the House 
on 4 previous Occasion, he would now only 
sum up his remarks. He then proceeded 
to argue that the surplus of fifty thousand 
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dollars, which {would be at,the credit of 
the Superannuation Fund on the 30th 
June, should be used in some way to bene- 
fit the civil servants in a more complete 
and direct manner than could be done un- 
der the present system. He did not wish 
to say whether the funds should be return- 
ed to the employes, as had been done in 
England, or whether any insurance fund 
should be established therewith, which 
would benefit the widows and orphans of 
the employes. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
hon, gentleman rested his point entirely 
on the statement that the deduction from 
the employes under the present system 
was oppressive. He (Sir Francis) contend~ 
ed that it was yet too early to say whether 
or not such was the case. The present 
large surplus on hand was caused by the 
fact that, for many months after the sys» 
tem went into force, there had been no 
cases of superannuation whatever. The 
larger the surplus on hand the larger would 
be the amount paid to the employes who 
were superannuated. He hoped the House 
nonld sustain the Government in oppose 
ing the motion of the hon. member. 

Mr, JOLY asked what the hon. member 
proposed doing with the unexpended bal. 
ance which would not be required by the 
Government for the use of the widow. 
: bis excess was collected from the com« 
pulsory contributions of the public ser- 
vanis, and he thought it only fair that they 
should get the benefit directly, 

Hon, Col. GRAY said that the whole 
public should bear the expense of this 
superannuation, instead of the class upon 
whom it now alone tell. ‘The public ser- 
vants discharged most important and oner- 
ous duties, and were paid at the very lows 
est rates, and were kept at these low sal- 
aries notwithstanding the increase in the 
price of all the necessaries of life. Labour- 
ersand workmen in the streets were mani- 
fc stly paid at better rates than the civil 
servants. ‘Lhe general public benefitted 
by the service of these people and the un- 
‘urbunate position in which they were 
placed, and it should therefore pay for the 
wivantage it derived therefrom. The 
country’s finances were in a sufficiently 
piosperous state to bear all its rightful ob- 
ligations in this respect, and he could see 
9 reason why some plan such as was subs 
mitted by the hon. member for Lotbiniere 
shoula not be adopted. He believed that an 
employee after long years of service should 
be superannuated on a sufticient allowance 
but he maintained strongly that it was the 
general public and not the employes thems 
selves that should pay this superannua— 
tion. 
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ted. 
_ benefitted, and at the same time the re— 


Superannuation 


Hon, Sir G. E. CARTIER concurred in 


the opinion of the hon. member for St. 
John thatthe civil servants were a most in- 
_dustrious, capable and laudable body of 
men; but still the House could not-lose 
sight of the fact that there was only about 
_ $7,000 difference between the receipts and 


expenditures in the superannuation fund. 


_ He was told on the best authority that by 


theend of the next half year it was not 


unlikely that the demands upon this fund 
- would exceed the income. There had been 
- in the service several old and faithful ser— 
_ vants who, trom their great age, could not 


properly discharge their duties. These 


_ Officers had been superannuated by the 


House, and the Government had been 


_ authorized to reimburse themselves by a 


charge of a certain portion upon the sala- 
riesof younger employes. This system had 


_ been in force some three or four years, 
and underit several employes had been 


superannuated and younger men substitu- 
The service had been thereby much 


maining employes had been made safe from 


_ the knowledge that they would not be left 
_ without a fitting livelihood. If it was found, 
- in the course of a few years, perhaps next 


_ year, that the present rate of four per cent 


charged upon the salaries of civil servants 
was too high, the House would have the 
remedy in its own hands, and could reduce 


the rate ; but he maintained that the plan 


had not yet been fairly tried. Matters 
should be left at present as they stood, 


- and next year the new parliament might 


act as 1t pleased. 

Mr. BURPEE agreed that it would be 
better to leave the matter in its present 
condition at present. He had objected to 
the superannuation act at the first, as he 
did not believe it to be fairin its operation, 
and did not think that the time of service 
before Confederation ought to have been 
taken into account. He should vote 
against the resolution. 

Mr. CURRIER thought it injust and 
hard to deduct four per cent trom the 
salaries of the Public Servants, but on the 
contrary four per cent ought to be added. 
He thought it would be better to reduce 


_ the percentage to two.and-a half per cent. 


than adopt the suggestion of the member 
for Lotbiniere. ~ 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it would 
take three and a half. 

Mr JOLY—What about the $50,000. | 

Mr. CURRIER said exvenses had in- 
Creased very much since the service was 
removed. to Ottawa, and the saleries were 


- nOt adequate. 
Hon. KE. B. WUOD differed entirely from | the latter by salary. 
a regular system ot pensions fromthe gen- | tion, had the appointment been made after 
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eral revenue, and did not think the House 
would ever concur in such a plan, and the 
Minister of Finance had never had the 
audacity to propose it. It the system 
were adopted why not extend it to the 
outside service, and in fact why not pension 
off the whole country, (Laughter.) It 
was said the civil servics had served the 
country weil ; so did the members of the 
House ; sodid the merchants; the farmers, 
and the mechanics of the country. He 
bore testimony to the zeal, assiduity, and 
ability of the members of the Civil Sera 
vice ; but they were not more than many 
he knew in mercantile establishments, 
who were harder worked and not so well 
paid. If Civil Service gentlemen were so 
ill treated they should leave and noé sacri: 
fice themselves to the good of their coun 
try. 

Mr. JACKSON agreed with the Minister 
of Finance that some fund should be pro- 
vided for superannuation, and thought no 
better arrangement could be made than 
Until the plan had 
been longer tried it could not be decided 
what rate really was sutficient. He there- 
fore moved ‘that in the opinion of this 
House it is got expedient to alter the provi- 
sions of the act relating to the superan- 
nuation of officers during the present ses~ 
sion, but that that object should engage 
the attention of the new parliament.” 

Mr. JOLY said the amendment was out 
of order. His resolution in no way attected 
the superannuation law. The question was 
in no way 2 party one, and the amendment 
was merely to avoid a direct vote. 

The SPEAKER ruled: the amendment 
in order. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE could not vote 
for the amendment, as it pre-supposed a 
necessity for action next session. If there 
was any such necessity it ought to be 
dealt with at once, The motion of the 
hon. member for Lotbiniere ought to be 
met directly. He believed the present 
rate too high. He referred to a case in 
which it had been claimed that a person 
in New Brunswick might be superannuat- 
ed on account of services paid by fees, and 
maintained that such was not correct un- 
der the Act. 

Mr, JACKSON said his motion was sim- 
ply to defer the matter until it could be 
ascertain what rate was really necessary. 

Hon. Sir FRS. HINCKS, in reply to Mr. 
MACKENZIK, said he had explained that 
in many cases in New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia persons occupied the same position 
as others in Ontario and Quebec, though 
the former were paid by commissions and 
In the case in ques « 
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Confederation, it would have been on sal 
ary. Asarule the Act had no reference 
whatever to Commissioners. Many at- 
tempts had been made without success to 
establish a system of superannuation, and 
the Government knew the House would 
never allow a system founded on the rex 
venue. The system had been tried in 
England and in other countries. He 
thought it premature to make any change 
as no greater reduciion than a half per 
cent. could be made, and it should ve left 
a longer time before any decision could be 
arrived at. 

The amendment was then declared car- 
ried on a division. 


DUAL REPRESENTATION, 


Mr. COSTIGAN moved the House into 
committee on the Act to compel members 
of the Local Legislature in any province 
where dual representation is not allowed, 
to resign their seats before becoming can 
didates for seats in the Dominion Parlia~ 
ment. The House went into Committee, 
Mr. Morrison, (Niagara) in the chair. 

Mr. COSTIGAN moved the first clause. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE staid there were some 
imperfections in the Act which it was ne- 
cessary to amend before the object which 
the hon. gentleman had at heart would 
be attained. He spoke of the provisions 
of the law in Ontario, and said that, under 
the proposed bill, no member of the Leg. 
islative Assembly was disqualified from the 
House of Commons, for any member might 
be elected at the next election, and he 
might retain his membership during the 
whole Parliament, and unless he sat and 
voted he would not be disqualified from 
the Ontario House. There were also some 
matters of detail in which the bill should 
be amended. It provided that the candi- 
date should hand to the returning officer 
a certificate of the proper officer that he 
had resigned his seat in the Ontario 
House. That would be inconvenient in 
two ways; first, the candidate himself 
might be unable to hand a certificate to 
the returning officer; and second, the 
House had no power to compel the Speaker 
of the Ontario House to give such a certi« 
ficate. He suggested a change, that the 
provisions should te that the returning 
officers should be placed in possession of a 
declaration, signed by the candidate, that 
he had resigned his seat. 

Hon. Mr. WOOD considered that the 
Bill gave the returning ofhcer too much 
power, He thought the Minister of Jus~ 
tice ought to take this matter in hand, 
and not allow any clumsy legislation on 
it. He suggested that the committee 
should rise, and hon. members on the 
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Treasury benches should consult and put 
the bill in better shape than it was at 
present. 

Mr. ANGLIN pointed out what he con- 
sidered imperfection in the Bill. 

Mr. MILLS said he objected to the 
principle of a majority of electors entirely 
losing their votes on account of voting for 
a disqualified candidate, and cited Hnglish 
practice to show that the votes for a dis— 
qualified candidate should be also regard~ 
It was quite 
enough that elections should be declared 
void, 

Hon. Mr. WOOD asked if the House 
was to adopt so important a measure with~ 
out knowing the amendment.. ; 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
third reading need not be pressed. | 

Hon. Mr. WOOD moved that the com- 
mittee should rise and ask leave to sit 
again. | 

On this motion the numbers were count- 
ed— Yeas, 34; Nays, 37. | 

The Vommittee rose and reported the 
Bill as amended. 


Representation. 


CLAIMS AGAINST VESSELS. 


Mr. KIRK PATRICK moved the House © 
into Committee to consider a resolution © 
declaring it expedient to make further | 
provisions for the collection of demands — 
against vessels navigating certain lakes — 
and inland waters of Canada, Mr. Ryan in © 
the chair. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK referred to the — 
British North American Act to show that 
the matter came within the jurisdiction of © 
the House. He explained the object of 
the resolution, which would operate bene- 
ficially for the whole fishing interest. As 
to the question of the matter affecting — 
civil rights, he stated a case in which the 
opposite had been maintained, and said | 
he also had the authority of the present 
Attorney-General of Untario in support of 
the position he took, and also that of the 
member for Toronto West. The princivle — 
of claicas agaist ships had been recently 
assented to by the Banking Committee of 
the House, in allowing banks to hold liens © 
on ships. The Act would also allow a lien © 
on ships on account of commissions, and — 
he thought it very desirable that the 
principle involved should be allowed by 
the committee. 

Hon. Col. GRAY said even throughout 
the Admiralty Courts there was no claim 
against the ship itself, and the question 
was whether the proposition would not 
give privileges to certain clauses which 
were Opposed to imperial policy on the 
subject. 1t was going rather far to give 


_to an ordinary court the power of im. 
_ pounding a vessel, though it might seem 
hard that a sellar should have no security 
for his sales. He did not desire to oppose 
_the measure, but doubted whether it was 
constitutional, and thought it interfered 
with civil rights, and belonged to the Local 
Government. . 
_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE agreed with the 
pPrinciple, but was convinced it did not 
come within the jurisdiction of the Dos 
-minion Parliament. Thehon. gentleman’s 
object would probably be attained ty mov- 
ing inanother quarter. He asked that the 
matter might stand till another day, when 
the member for Chateauguay would be 
| present, 
Hon. Mr. E. B. WOOD said Banks had 
only power over ships in accordance with 
the laws of the Maritime provinces, Some 
time ago the member for Toronto West 
introduced a Bill respecting Bill of Lading, 
but the Minister of Militia objected that 
the matter belonged to the Local Houses, 
and was sustained, and the Ontario House 
subsequently passed it. He maintained 
that this case was still more clearly within 
_ the purlieu of the Local House as affecting 
civil rights. 
_ Mr. STREET thought the jurisdiction 
should be settled before there was any 
further discussion. He thought a discus 
sion would come up more properly on the 
Bill being before the House. He consid- 
ered that the principle involved was cor- 
rect, and the privileges asked for should 
_be given. The shipping interest was very 
important, and should be protected as 
“much as possible. The matter was provi- 
ded for by the Admiralty Law in the Mari- 
time Provinces, but such was not the case 
in Ontario, and the matter should be 
dealt with by Actof Parliament. The law 
had worked very well in England, and it 
gave great satisfaction. That Canadian 
ships could be detained there, while in 
the case of ships coming to Canada there 
“was no recourse except against the cap- 
tain. The matter should go further and 
include claims for towing, and he moved 
that that provision should be added. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK said if the reso- 
‘resolution went through, objections could 
_be taken on the third reading. é 
_ Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
the Minister of Justice was satisfied that 

the matter was within the jurisdiction of 
the Dominion Parliament. 
- Hon sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
matter was difficult to decide, and he 
would like to reserve his opinion until he 
saw the provision of the Bill) The matter 
_ was important, and had been pressed upon 
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Parliament again and again, and the reson 
lutions might be adopted. 

The Committee rose and reported the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved tointroduce 
a Bill founded on the resolution. Carried, 
and the bill was read a first time. 


QUARANTINE. 


An Act respecting Quarantines was re- 
ceived from the Senate and read a first 
time. 


RIVER SYDENHAM. 


Mr. STEPHENSON moved the second 
reading of the Act to amend the Act, 


| chapter 47, of the Consolidated Statutes 


for Upper Canada, intituled “‘ An Act res- 
pecting rivers and streams.” He ex- 
plained that the object was to place the 
River Sydenham in the same position as 
other streams mentioned in the Act re- 
ferred to, 

The second reading was carried, and the 
House went into committee, Mr. Baker in 
the chair. 

Mr. MILLS called the attention of the 
Minister of Inland Revenue to the bill. 
He (Mr. Mills) had introduced a similar 
bill some time ago, but that Minister sug~ 
gested that it should be sent to the Coms 
mittee on Banking and Commerce, and 
doubted also whether the motion was in the 
power of Parliament. 

Mr. SFEPHENSON said the two bills 
were entirely dissimilar. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD did not 
remember Mr, Mills’ Act, but the present 
was clearly in the power of Parliament. 

Mr. MILLS said his bill was the same as 
that now before the House. ‘ 

The bill passed through committee, and 
was read a third time and passed. 


DEFEATED. 


Mr. BECHARD moved the second read. 
ing of the Act to detach a part of the 
Parish of Lotec Dama des Auges from the 
County of Missisquoi, and to attach it to 
the County of Iberville for electoral pur« 
poses. 

After some ‘conversation in French, Mr. 
Baker said the arguments had no force 
whatever, and he had received from all 
parts of Missisquoi remonstrances against 
the dismemberment of the county. He 
moved that the bill be read asecond time 
this day six months. The amendment was 
carried on a division. 


CRIMINAL STATISTICS. 


Hon. Col. GRAY, in absence of Mr. 
Harrison, moved the second reading of an 


881 Criminal 
act to provide for the collection of crimi- 
nal statistics. He said the provisions were 
founded on acts in England and Scotland. 
He quoted criminal statistics showing that 
in March, 1871, there were 634 convicts in 
Kingston Penitentiary, 39 in Nova Scotia, 
and 29 in New Brunswick. He then gave 
some of the details 10 show the accuracy 
of the statistics desired and said it was 
proposed to place the latter in the hands 
of the Minister of Agriculture. He had 
received a suggestion that the Clerk of 
the Peace should make the returns instead 
of the Sheriff. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said there were 
some objections to the bill which the Min- 
ister of Justice would see at a glance, in 
addition to which the bill was out of order, 
as fees would be required to pay for the 
statistics, and ‘could not originate from a 
private member. 

Kon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
it did not follow that because one particu 
lar clause was objectionable the whole bill 
was so. He thought it unadvisable that 
the Government of the Dominion should 
throw work on Dominion officers, but it 
could not be avoided as it rested with the 
Dominion Government to obtain the sta- 
tistics, and they could not get them 
except through the medium of the Pro- 
vincial officers. He thought, however, 
that the bill should not be pressed, but 
that the matter should be left to the Min- 
ister of Agriculture. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE maintained the bill to 
be out of order. As regarded, however, 
the objections of employing Provincial 
officers, the hon. gentleman had passed 
many bills which offended against the prin- 
ciple he found so serious the other even 
ing. He (Mr. Blake) maintained that the 
Dominion had power to command any ser- 
vice from any person in the Dominion ne- 
cessary for the public interest. He 
argued, however, that the measure should 
be left to the Government 

Hon. Col. GRAY then withdrew the 
bill and the order was discharged. 


DIVISION, 


~ Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) moved the 
second reading of the bill to divide certain 
districts in the County of Inverness, Nova 
Scotia, and to provide for voters’ lists 
therefor. Carried. 

Ihe House adjourned at 11:45, 


Hon, Col, Gray. 
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a Turspay, May 28, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
p.m. 


CLASSIFICATION OF MASTERS AND 
MATES. 


Hon. Mr, FERRIER asked whether any 
and what arrangements have been made 
by the Government, for opening schools 
of instruction in relation to the classifica- 
tion of Masters and Mates, the number 
of candidates which have been examined 
and passed, stating how many have passed 
as Masters and how many as Mates, and 
the place where these examinations were 
held? Also the number of light houses 
and fog whistles established by the Des 
partment of Marine and Fisheries? In 
making the enquiry, the hon. gentleman 
took occasion to refer to the efliciency 
with which the hon. Minister of Marine 
conducted the affairs of his department. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL thanked the hon. 
gentleman for the expressions of approval 
which he had given to the management of 
the Department, and went on to say that 
it was a great satisfaction to know that the 
commercial community of Canada appre- 
ciated the efforts of the Govrenment to 
give every facility for the prosecution of 
trade and commerve. With respect to 
the information asked for, he stated that 
there were schools now in operation at 
Quebec and St. John, and one would be 
immediately opened at Halifax—the gen« 
tleman in charge would receive $300. The 
number of candidates examined and passed 
was 109, since Ist of July last. Eighty~nine 
had passed as masters and twenty as 
mates. He explained that there were 
two classes—-one of competency and the 
other of service; any person who was a 
master or mate prior to the passage of 
the Act could get a simple certificate of 
competency, but these certificates did not 
give the same rights which the certificates 
of the other class gave them. These certifi- 
cates were recognized in the same way 
as the highest class of British certificates. 
Since 1867 the number of light houses 
constructed or under contract was 82; of 
fog whistles 10. 


PILOTS, 


On motion of Hon. Mr, FERRIER, the 
House agreed that an humble address be 
presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General, praying that His Excellency will 
be pleased to cause to be laid before the — 
House, a copy of any correspondence 
which has taken place between the De-~ 
partment of Marine and Fisheries and the 
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the Dominion. 


Treaty of 


lative to the relaxation of the Rules and 


gulations relating to the granting of 


Masters’ certificates of competency to 
Pilots of the Lower St. Lawrence. 


THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said—The bill 
which is now submitted for the considera- 
tion of the House is for the purpose of 
enacting those laws in Canada which are 
necessary to give effect to those portions 
of the Treaty of Washington that affect 
The provisions of the bill 
are of a very simple character. They pro- 
vide for the suspension of all acts which 
prevents the inhabitants of the United 
States from taking fish on the coasts of 
the Provinces of Quebec, New Brunswick, 
and Nova Scotia; for the free importation 
of fish oil and fish of all kinds except fish 
of the inland lakes into Canada; for the 
transmission of goods, wares ana merchan- 


- dize from one part of Canada to another, 


while in transit to the United States, 
under such rules as the Governor in Coun- 
cil may prescribe; also, for the admission 
of United States vessels into the advan- 
tages of the Canadian coasting trade pro- 
vided the articles to be carried pass over 
certain portion of the United States by 
land. The whole bill is, by the last clause, 
to come into force only after the Proclax 


- mation of His Excellency the Governor 


General to that effect. It is impossible to 
approach the discussion of the Washington 


_ Treaty without being alive to the conscious~ 
ness that everything which relates to it 
has been discussed at great length and 
with great ability, almost if not quite in 


the hearing of every gentleman present. 
Undoubtedly by reason of these discus- 
sions, very much interest has been taken 
on this subject; but nevertheless it is 
my duty on behalf of the Government, in 


‘submitting the bill to the consideration of 


this branch of the ‘Legislature, to give an 
outline of the circumstances which have 
led to the Treaty and the legislation which 
is sought to be passed by this House. Hon. 
gentlemen are aware that on the termina- 
tion of Reciprocity it became the policy 
and duty of the Government to go back 
to the exclusive rights of fishery which 
Canadians enjoyed within three miles of 
their coast. It was at the time doubtful 
whether it was advisable to do that abso 
lutely or whether in order to avoid disputes 
we should limit the absolute use of our uns 
doubted rights with respect to those fish- 
eries. The counsels which tended in the 
direction of giving the Americans admis- 
sion to our waters under some restrictions 
prevailed, partly on the advice of the Im- 
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j Imperial Board of Trade, in London, re- 
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perial Government and partly through 
the sense which the Canadian Govern~ 
ment felt of the responsibility invelved 
in seeking to press extreme rights. In 
consequence of these considerations the 
system of licensing was adopted for;two or 
three years’ That system had these two 
merits, it involved a complete acknow- 
ledgment of the right of Canada to the 
three miles’ limit; and secondly, it pre- 
vented the danger of collision between 
the fishermen of the two countries. Dur- 
ing the first two years the American fish. 
ermen took out licenses very generally. 
The license fee vas small, and the Ameri- 
cans did not attempt to any large extent 
to evade it. Subsequently we found that 
the licenses were not asked for and that 
the American fishermen did come within 
the three miles’ limit of our shores. Cons 
siderable feeling was excited among our 
people by the disregard of our undoubted 
rights, and it became the duty of the 
Government to consider what waa best to 
be done. It was desirable that, if possible, 
we should arrive at some satisfactory 
decision between ourselves and the United 
States with respect to the limit of exclu- 
sive fishing righ's. It was believed that 
were the whole question submitted to 
an arbitration and a decision arrived 
at on the subject, there would be no 
difficulty in enforcing by means of our 
own police schooners and vessels of the 
Imperial Government, these enactments 
so far as they were applicable to the 
fishing rights of Canada within the three 
miles, limits. We approched the Brie 
tish Government with the view of ob~ 
taining that end. We thought our ob- 
ject might be attained by referring the 
question to a commission mutually named 
by the two countries. The British Gov- 
ernment were at that time ready to make 
representations to the United States on the 
subject and promised to do so. Before 
those representations were made other 
difficulties which existed between the two 
countries presented themselves to the 
Imperial Government, and demanded also 
consideration at their hands. ‘These new 
difficulties were those which grew out of 
the Alabama claims, and had become of 
Imperial interest, and it so happened after 
the Canadian Goverament made their re- 
quest for the setilement of these fishing 
rights, a proposition was made for the ar- 
rangement of these and other matters be- 
tween the two countries. Up to this time 
the Government of Canada had desired 
simply the settlement of the rights for 
exclusive fishing. We had also made 
strong representations as to the losses 
which had been inflicted upon this country 


Washington. 
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by the Fenian invasions. Those represen- 
tations had also met with attention at the 
hands of Her Majesty’s Government, and 
it was also understood that representations 
would be made to the American Govern 
ment upon that point. That subject ace 
cordingfy passed at that time I have men. 
tioned into the consideration of the Im- 
perial authorities, and was included among 
the matters which they proposed submit. 
ting tothe Government at Washington. 
Dnring the negotiations at Washington an 
effort was made to separate those ques- 
tions which more immediately affected 
Canada from those of Imperial interest, 
but that was found impossible; and then 
the general result followed of the adoption 
by the Commissioners of the Treaty, to 
which this bill gives effect so far as it con- 
cerns Canada. It will be seen from the 
whole course of the proceedings, the Gov- 
ernment of Canada had distinct objects in 
view which they attempted to have settled 
without reference to other disputes. They 
attempted to obtain these objects by hav. 
ing a separate decision in the first instance 
on the limits of exclusive fishing and on 
the Fenian claims, and secondly on these 
questions whilst the Joint High Commis. 
sion was sitting at Washington, by dealing 
separately with those which immediately 
aftected Canada. I do not understand 
from anything that has transpired else~ 
where, or from the newspapers that up to 
this stage of the matter any adverse criti- 
cism had arisen with reference to the con- 
duct of the Government. After the results 
of the Treaty became known very serious 
objections were taken to the course pur- 
sued by the Government. These objec- 
tions were of a threefold character. In 
the first place, objections were taken as to 
the inconsistency of the Government as 
developed in the minutes of Council which 
were sent to England with respect to the 
Treaty. Another objection was taken 
with reference to the direct responsibility 
of the gentleman who was a member of 
the Commission and also a member of this 
Government. The objection was urged 
that his responsibility was to the people of 
this country, and that under these circum. 
stances he was not justified in signing the 
Treaty. The third class of objections was 
as to the merits of the Treaty. With respect 
to the objection—regardin g the responsi~ 
bility of Sir John Macdonald—I think that 
has lost all its interest and need not be 
discussed inasmuch as the Government of 
which he is the head has asked both 
branches of the Legislature to adopt the 
Treaty which he signed. At present there 
18 no use In discussing what is a merely 
theoretical question. As respects the 
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charge of inconsistency against the Gov« 
ernment, because in the first place we ob~ 
jected to the Treaty in such strong terms, 
and suggested afterwards the mode by 
which it might be made more acceptable 
to the people of this country, I think that 
can be easily refuted, That objection is 
susceptible of easy explanation when one 
bearsin mind the change which took place 
in the feelings of the country from one 
period to another. When the Treaty was 
originally signed there was a considerable 
feeling excited against it, arising out of 
several causes. In the first place there 
was a feeling that the right of common 
fishing had been given away over our 
heads—that the Parliament of Canada had 
not been asked beforehand whether they 
would or would not give up their fishing 
rights within the three miles’ limits. The 
Government, representing the confidence 
of this Parliament and Country, had not 
been consulted, and consequently there 
was considerable feeling on the subject in 
every section. Again, the people of Can- 
ada felt that they had been unjustly treat- 
ed with respect tothe Fenian claims. 
Everybody knows that each of the Fenian 
invasions had been rendered abortive not 
by the exertion of the United States, but 
by the patriotic eflorts of the people of 
this country. (Cheers.) If England ap- 
peared to give more credit to the United 
States than was their due, it arose in a 
great measure from the fact that the telex 
graph wires are in the possession of the 
Americans, and the news of the invasion 
and movement of the United States Gov« 
ernment to arrest the Fenians reached 
England simultaneously and created the 
impression that their interference was 
really more prompt than it was. Under 
those circumstances, knowing the great 
losses which had been inflicted upon the 
country, we were anxious that the Fenian 
claims should have been dealt with at 
Washington, and indeed we had the pro- 
mise of the Imperial Government that they 
would be considered. When we found 
that the letters which had passed between 
Lord Kimberley and Sir Edward Thornton 
were not sufliciently comprehensive to in- 
clude these claims, the people of Canada 
were exceedingly dissatisfied. They were 
dissatisfied also because they believed the 
consideration which was given for the fish- 
eries was inadequate. ‘They had been des 
sirous of obtaining Reciprocity, but that 
was not given in itsentirety by the Treaty; 
and I think when the first Minutes of 
Council were written they represented the 
feelings of the people very correctly. Time 
assed on and opportunity was given for 
hat sober second thought which often 
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leads to the safest conclusions on ques- 
tions. In the first place, we supposed that 
those engaged in the fishing trade were 


4 against the Treaty, but we found in the 


course of time that the Maritime Provinces 
were decidedly in favor of the measure ; 
and that has now been conclusively proy- 


ed by the vote given in the other branch 
‘by the representatives of those provinces. 


When we found that the feeling of dissa- 


‘tisfaction was disappearing, that those most 


affected by the Treaty were ready to ac- 
cept it, a new view of the case was sub- 


mitted to the Government, and justitica- 


tion afforded for the language used 1n the 
second of these despatches to which re- 
ference has been made with the view of 
showing the inconsistency of the Govern. 
ment. There remained, however, the 
Fenian claims and we submitted a propo- 
sition with respect to those claims which 
we hoped would enable us to satisfy Par. 
lament. It has been said by some Eng. 
lish newspapers that the British Govern- 
ment should either have enforced those 
claims or refrained from giving us any 
consideration for them. I am not prepar. 
ed to say that I concur in that view. It 
is, Of course, the bold and magnanimous 
view; but at the same time there is a great 
deal of consideration due to those great 
topics which affect the peace of nations. 
If it was believed that these Fenian claims 


could not be enforced without endangering 


the peace of the two countries, it was a 
wise, although it may not have been a bold 
thing, not to have pressed them. Ido 
not think the people of this country are 
Open to any accusations or imputations 
because they accept this guarantee. We 
had a fair claim for compensation for the 
damage we suffered from the Fenian inva- 
sion, We had discharged our obligations 
towards the United States—we were living 
quiet, peaceable lives—showing no dispo- 
Sition whatever to be aggressive, when 
from time to time these Fenian raids took 
place and the country was put toa large 
loss of life and property. When Great 
Britain, for Lmperial reasons, refused to 
press the claims of Canada, there was no 
reason either in morals or good sense why 
the people of the country should not ask 
Imperial Government to give such compen- 
sation as would satisfy us in some measure 
for the losses we had sustained. In the 
next place, as to the merits of the Treaty, 
I apprehend when we look at the vote else-. 


where, we have a strong indication as to 


the feeling of the country at large. ‘The 
merits of the measure were there discuss~ 
ed at length, but I think this is remarka- 
ble that those members of Parliament 
who come from the Maritime Provinces 
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and who are best able to form opi 

upon that part of the Treaty miieaseee ote 
the Fisheries, are for the most part — pars 
ticularly those representing fishing coun 
tles—favorable to it. Amongst others [ 
was particularly struck with the speech of 
one of the members for Halifax who 
spoke with a great knowledge of the sub- 
ject—engaged as he has been for many 
years in the fisheries—knowing all the cir - 
cumstances of the trade before 1854 down 
to the present time; and his arguments 
were particularly strong in favour of the 
adoption of the Treaty, I may say here 
at once that there is no giving away of 
Sovereign rights—we have admitted the 
United States to a common fishery tor a 
certain period and certain conditions, but 
when that period expires wecan if we wish 
have our rights restored. Under the oid 
Reciprocity Treaty, and the licensing sys- 
tem, the American fishermen were giving 
away our Sovereign rights. It must be 
borne in mind that there is in the Treaty 
an acknowledgment of the right of fishing 
Within the three miles limit to be exclu- 
sively ourown. And this right will revert 
to us exclusively at the expiration of 
the psriod of twelve years allotted for the 
duration of the Treaty. A gocd deal has 
been said with respect to the navigation 
of the St. Lawrence. By the comity of 
nations the St. Lawrence is open to the 
world as faras Montreal, and the United 
States in consequence of Owning the coun« 
try alongside of us have the right of navi- 
gating the great lakes as far as St. Regis. 
What has been done under the ‘lreaty is 
to give them the right of navigating the 
river between St. Regis and Montreal; 
they cannot weli use it unless they pass 
through our canals, and we do wish to see 
their ships pass through the St. Lawrence 
and our canals, and the wealth and pros- 
perity of Canada in that way enhanced. 
In giving up our fisheries we aca 
quire from the United States advan- 
tages of very considerable moment. 
in the first place they do not pretend that 
the fishing rights which they give us are 
equal in value to those which we give to 
them. An arbitration accordingly is ar- 
ranged by which the difference between 
the respective concessions may be ascers 
tained and paid to this country. I have 
no doubt in my own mind that the 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries will be 
able to make out a very strong case with 
respect to the value of these fisheries. 
‘hen there is the bonding system, which 
is of great value to both countries, and if 
it had not been continued by the Treaty, 
Canada would have been seriously incons 
venienced, Irrespective of these advan- 
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tages the feelings of the people of this 
country changed very much on account of 
the knowledge that great importance was 
attached by the Parliament and people of 
England to a solution of the ditticulties 
between Great Britain and the United 
States. We felt that the people of Eng- 
land were actuated in a great measure by 
the consideration that no part of Her 
Majesty’s Empire had a deeper interest in 
the peaceable adjustment of the difficul- 
ties than Canada herself. We knew that 
the people of England were making some 
sacrifices of national pride, which English- 
men feel as much as any other people, 
when they agreed to accept the Treaty for 
the sake of peace, and above all for the 
sake of this part of the Empire, (applause.) 
Then there grew up in this country a de- 
sire that we should reciprocate the senti- 
ments displayed by Great Britain, and 
make any reasonable sacrifice in order to 
carry out a ‘treaty which was matured in 
the interests of the whole Empire. 
Since these transactions took place we 
have had remarkable evidence of the im~ 
portance attached to the preservation ot 
the Treaty both by Great Britain and the 
United States. ihe history of the indis 
rect or consequential claims is pretty well 
known to us all, and we have witnessed 
the earnest desire of the people and of 
the statesmen of both countries, that the 
ill-considered advancement of these 
claims should not be allowed to break up 
the Treaty. We have seen the anxiety 
of the Government of England, whilst re- 
fusing absolutely to admit that these 
claims could be considered by the Geneva 
tribunal, to arrive at some arrangement by 
Which they could be withdrawn without 
offence to the sensitiveness of the people 
of the United States. We have seen also 
the forbearance which the Opposition 
in England has shown during the whole 
course of the negotiations which we believe 
are now drawing to a satisfactory close. 
All parties have acted calnaly and patient~ 
ly, and there has been a sacrifice of some 
national pride on both sides. It has un- 
doubtedly been very difficult for the Unit 
ed States to recede fiom the position 
which the case submitted on their behalf 
had taken up with reference to the conse- 
quential damages, and so on the part of 
both these nations, sacrifices have been 
made with the sole object of giving this 
Treaty effect, and as to the course that 
Great Britain has taken, I think it weyond 
doubt, that it has beeu very much actuate 
ed by regard to the position which she 
occupies on this continent. I am quite 
sure that tiiis House fully understands the 
magnitude of the interests involved in the 
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satisfactory adjustment of all differences 
between the United States and England 
and I hope hon. gentlemen will unani- 
mously agree to pass this bill, the 
second reading of which I now beg leave 
to move. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST.— 
I must say at the outset that 1 feel rather 
embarrassed in rising to address the 
House on a question which has already 
been so fully discussed, but I believe we 
should not allow the present occasion to 
pass without expressing our opinion ona 
subject of so much importance. I regret 
that 1 cannot accept as correct the views 
expressed by the Hon. Postmaster Gene- 
ral, I certainly join in the expression to 
which he gave utterance of the necessity 
of securing by the best mode in our power 
a lasting and honorable peace between 
the two great nations who might have 
been embroiled in war by the Alabama 
difficulty. I am not, however, ,prepared 
to admit that war would arise were the 
fishery portions oi the ‘Treaty to be 
Omitted. li there were such danger no 
Canadian would hesitate to give his assent 
In my opinion, 
this portion of the Treaty does not inter- 
fere with the peaceable solution of the 
difficulties on other questions between the 
two great powers who are parties to the 
measure. The real question at issue was 
not one of our own—it arose entirely out 
of the policy adopted in Hngland at the 
tue of the American cMil war. The 
people of the United States felt deeply 
aggrieved at the depredations caused by 
the Alabama and other cruisers. They 
were first laughed down when they made a 
demand for redress, but subsequently the 
Johnston Treaty wasagreedupon. At that 
time the question of the fisheries was not 
taken into consideration. When the 
Johnston Treaty was passed, and we re- 
member it was afterwards rejected by the 
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United states, they thought they 
could settle it without going 
to the Dominion and saying 
“You shall have a share in this 


‘Treaty, you shall grant us your rights over 
the,navigation of the St Lawrence.” Subs 
sequently a demand was made by our 
Government for the protection of our 
Fisheries, and indemnity for the losses we 
sustained from the Fenian raids. When 
the Postmaster General went on that mis- 
sion he must have felt that he was not 
treated as a Minister of the Crown ought 
to have been. ‘Che replies of Lord Kim- 
berly were certainly given with a harsh- 
ness that this country did not deserve. 
However, we had to submit, and then 
ensued the proposition to the Washington 
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Government to renew the negotiations 
which had been broken off between the 


_ two Governments for the settlement of. 


the Alabama difficulty. The Minister of 
Justice was appointed one of the Commis-~ 
sioners, and | admit that the moment he 
accepted the position he separated him- 
self from his colleagues and became an 
Imperial officer; but at’the same time I 
cannot believe he could divest himself 
entirely of his position in Canada, or of the 
_ feeling that his Government would be toa 
certain extent responsible for his position. 
Now it is urged that the Treaty is a good 
one. ltseems to me that it is a great 
deal like the other treaties passed between 
Great Britain and the United States; we 
have always had the worst of it. If we go 
back a good many years we see a large 
portion of our Western Territory was taken 
from the Colonies for the sake of peace. 
Later we find, in 1842, that a Commission 
‘was appointed to settle the question of 
the boundary of New Brunswick and Ques 
bec; and here again a very valuable sec. 
tion of our territory was handed over to 
the United States. That Treaiy was char- 
acterized in the Parliament of England as 
a sort of capitulation, because the United 
States obtained what did not belong to 
them. It was, besides, the mistake of 
British diplomacy that led to the difticul. 
ties connected with the Island of San Juan, 
_and which have to be settled by an arbi» 
tration. 1 donot contend that we should 
not be placed in a position to assist Eng- 
land in her efforts to ensure peace with the 
United States, but I do say that when we 
are paying the full amount of her debt we 
should be treated in a different way. We 
ought not to see the Fenian claims dis- 
posed of in the way that was done on the 
Commission ; for the moment they came 
before it, the reply was that they could not 
be considered—they were not named in 
the stipulations and must therefore be set 
aside as of no value whatever, Might it 
not then be said with truth that our rights 
had been sacrificed and the Treaty was a 
capitulation? In compensation we are to 
have a guarantee for £2,500,000, but that 
really amounts to nothing but the endor- 
sation of a vote which would never be pro- 
tested on the market, whist we continue 
to enjoy our present prosperity. Then our 
territorial rights, the fisheries and the na- 
vigation of the St. Lawrence, have been 
ceded to the United States without ade- 
quate compensation. All that we are to 
receive for all we give up is the free en- 
trance of fish and fish oil into the American 
market. The hon Postmaster General 
acknowledges that there was a clamor 
against the Treaty, but now it isall drown- 
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ed by the votes of the other House. 1do 
not pretend to say that the result of the 
vote is not to a certain extent the expres- 
sion of opinion of the country, but Ido 
say this, if the Government examine this 
vote, they will find that certain sectional 
interests have been predominant. For 
instance, you will see a number of persons 
who are trying to get a free market for 
the only products of their country ; and it 
is not strange that they should go for the 
treaty ; but they must remember that they 
do so at the expense of the other portions 
of the Dominion. Itis true that the max 
jority is large, but it is formed chiefly by 
those members who are most anxious to 
obtain access to the markets of the United 
States. We know that an effort was made 
for a larger award; it was proposed by the 
American Commissioners, that fish, fish 
oil, coal, lumber, and salt should be ads 
mitted, but the result was that the British 
Commissioners said that they could not 
accept those terms until they conferred 
with their Government, and so valuable 
time was lost, for when at a later period 
they came to consider the question, they 
found the American Commissioners would 
not agree to the original proposition. The 
Americans then found the British Com- 
missioners ready to accept any conditions 
that might be imposed upon them. The 
result was, that instead of obtaining free 
admission for the articles [ have mention- 
ed, they had to be satisfied with a market 
for a single commodity. When we consider 
the famous national policy of gentlemen 
opposite--that 1t alone was to give us Re- 
ciprocity, it is dificult to understand 
their present position. If we had allowed 
things to remain as they were, and not 
mixed up our questions with matters of 
deep Imperial import, we would be in a 
decidedly better position now ; for I re- 
peat my opinions that war would not 
have ensued from the fishery question. 
Ifany disposition had been shown by the 
United States to precipitate war on this 
country in case we rejected this part of 
the I'reaty, I would believe there 1s a ne- 
cessity for our accepting the measure; but 
nothing of the kind has been manifested. 
We do not see in all the cofrespondence 
on this subject between Great Britain and 
the United States that the position of 
Canada has been adverted to in the leas¢ 
degree. There must be an instinct of 
patriotism in the breast of every Canadian ~ 
which must make us feel that our rights 
have been sacrificed. 1 do not say 1b 1s at 
present desirable, but I believe there 
must come a time when we must stand 
by ourselves. If we look at the press of 
the mother country we see that there 1s a 
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feeling that we are asource of difficulty 
to the mother country, in fact a source of 
weakness. Might not the time then come 
when the Empire will endeavor to get rid 
of the weakness? If we are such a source 
of difficulty Ido not see why we should 
not take steps which would prevent the 
Empire from suffering loss. Ido not say 
it 1s desirable to become independent, but 
it is in the future; for we cannot remain 
as we are but we must become a nation in 
the course of time. ‘The days of our 
youth have passed, and when we consider 
the vast extent of our territory, the growth 
of our population, the prospects of immi- 
gration in the future, the incalculable 
value of our resources, we must see that 
the time must come sooner or latter when 
we shall be called upon to assume a higher 
position among the communities of the 
world. 1 do not say the time for this has 
yet arrived, but we can see evidence 
pointing in this direction. Suppose now, 
to return to the Treaty, we wished to 
enter into larger commercial relations 
with the United States, what would we 
have to offer them as an inducement? 
We would not have the Fisheries, for they 
would be granted in such a way that even 
when it comes to an end we will have 
little or nothing to say as to its renewal. 
This is our last chance of dealing with the 
question; henceforth it will be in the 
hands of Great Britain. If it is not her 
interest to renew the Treaty we will be 
deprived of the advantages we formerly 
possessed; and then difliculties and dis- 
content must arise and perhaps bring 
about the very result to: which I 
have been referring. it has been said 
that a certain portion of the Dominion 
must derive a great benefit from the 
passage of the treaty, but we know the 
indignation with which the news of 1ts pro- 
visions was received at Fredericton, and 
the unanimous vote which was passed Ge- 
claratory of the opinion that the measure 
was a bartering away of Colonial rights tor 
the sake of certain Imperial interests with- 
out Canada receiving a suflicient equiva~ 
lent. As respects Nova Scotia I admit 
that there is a certain class in favor of the 
Treaty because it gives them a free 
market for their fish; but the interests of 
the other Provinces are ignored. As time 
passes and the country more clearly sees 
the value of the rights that have heen 
sacrificed, Parliament itself will be forced 
to declare that the Treaty is no benefit to 
the Dominion. i do not intend to ask 
the House to divide on the question, but | 
am, nevertheless, compelled by a sense of 
public duty to express my disapproval of 
#* Measure Which hands over our most val- 
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uable territorial rights at the dictation of 
a foreign power because England wishes 
to settle her Alabama difficulties. In con- 
nection with this question let me give a 
short citation from a book, which has a 
bearing on treaties like the one now under 
consideration. ‘In 1773 by the Treaty of 
recognition of the United States, Great 
Britain did ‘abandon the State of Lllinois 
and other valuable territories which had 
been ceded by France to Great Britain in 
i763. In 1818 the fisheries on the unset~ 
tled shores of Newfoundland and Labrador 
were abandoned gratuitously as well as 
our rights to a boundary line, the Missis— 
sippi. ‘In 1842 by the Ashburton Treaty, 
which was styled by the public men in 
England, a capitulation, Great Britain gave 
up the Maine territory, then a possession of 
New Brunswick and of Lower Canada; in 
1846, by the Oregon Treaty, the Columbia 
river and the Oregon territory were sur. 
rendered to the States, and in 1872 we 
surrendered the Island of San Juan, the 
Fisheries, the navigation of the St. Law- 
rence, and endanger the exclusive rights 
to our canals, and all that for the sake of 
peace. Are not all these Treaties leading 
to the total sacrifice of the Canadian Ter- 
ritory, piece by piece, and are they not 
tending to diminish and cripple our natu- 
ral resources and creating a feeling of uns 
easiness, inspiring ideas of the necessity 
of a change in the relations of the Domin- 
ion with the Mother Country.”’ With res. 
pect to the navigation of the St. Lawrence 
it is urged that the river is not navigable, 
and the Americans must make use of our 
canals. I believe the Treaty in spirit 
gives the Americans the right to use the 
canals just as they can use the river. [| 
have little doubt that if they think it 
necessary they will contend that they have 
such aright and find means of making 
Great Britain acknowledge that to be the 
case. We know from the sad experience 
of the past that whenever the United 
States wish to obtain any concessions from 
England, they are invariably successful ; 
and it would be just the same thing” here— 
after should they come forward and put 
an interpretation on the Treaty that will 
give them the use of the canals on their 
own terms. When the Americans asked 
for a portion of New Brunswick, their dea 
mand was resisted in the first instance, a 
good deal of correspondence ensued, and 
a Commission was finally appointed with 
the result of giving the United States all 
ihat they demanded. If there is one per- 
son in this House who should object to 
this measure it is the Minister of Marine 
and Fisheries, who has said that our fish- 
eries are of so much commercial impor, 
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tance that we ought not to give them up 
except for sufficient commercial conces 
sions, Gentlemen need not say that we 


_ have the canals, and the Americans can- 


not make use of them except with our 
consent. If a question should arise in 


connection with them, I repeat that Great 


Britain will declare, rather than get em- 
broiled, that they are within the interpre. 
tation of that part of the Treaty giving the 
Americans the right to navigate the St. 


Lawrence. In conclusion, I must express 


my regret that the rights of Canada have 
been s0 egregiously sacrificed for the sake 
Imperial interests. I regret it because I 
cannot see that war could be apprehended 
on account of our deciding to reserve our 
right to the fisheries and the St. Lawrence, 
until we obtained the concessions to which 
we are fairly entitled, ‘The question of the 
fisheries ought to have been arranged on 
its own merits—not mixed up with a mat- 


_ ter of such vital import to the Empire, as 


the Alabama difficulty. I do not wish to 
be considered disloyal to British connec, 
tion, when I object to the ‘lreaty, for I 
am only actuated by the desire to express 
my Opinion as a Canadian, anxious to pro- 


_ mote the interests of Canada and pre- 


serve the honor of England. I have 


_ spoken frankly and unreservedly on the 


subject, and I trust ina manner consis 
tent with true philosophy and historical 


facts. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—I think the hon. 
member mistakes the feeling of this 
House altogether when he thinks that he 
does not at all times receive the earnest 
attention of hon. members when he ad- 
dresses them; for all of us must admit 
that he invariably expresses himself in a 
clear, moderate, and intelligent manner. 
There are, perhaps, few subjects which 
have been brought under the notice of 
the people of this country, that have led 
to a greater diversity of opinion than the 
question we are now called upon to discuss. 
The hon Postmaster General has remarked 
that a great change has taken place in the 
Opinions of many persons since this ques- 
tion came to be discussed. My feelings 
on the subject have not undergone any 
change. Perhaps 1 have viewed the 
Treaty more favorably than others from 


_ the circumstance that I have always held 


very strong views of the importance of 
preserving the connection between the 
mother country and this Dominion. I 
read the Treaty very carefully and for the 
reason just stated came to the conclusion 
that it was a measure which ought to be ac- 
cepted by the people of this country. I 
have not failed to see that one defect in the 
Treaty has been that the question of the 
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right of the Americans to fish in our bays, 
and within our headlands had not been 
settled at the same time with other ques. 
tions, for we must allsee the inconvenx 
ience of having this matter left open, to 
be thrown back upon us at some future 
time. It is also matter of regret that 
whilst the parties tothe Treaty took so 
much pains to define everything in con. 
nection with ships, they did not define 
the duties of Government to prevent such 
scenes as we have witnessed during the 
last few years in the United States. I 
believe there is no country in the world 
which affords so safe a refuge to political 
Offenders as England. We remember a 
few years ago when the Emperor Napoleon 
made certain representations, a great 
English statesman—Lord Palmerston— 
gave way to him, but the clamor that was 
raised against infringing on the right of 
asylum was so great that he was forced to 
resign, But at the same time these polis 
tical refugees must keep within the laws 
of the country. It was well known. hows 
ever, that these Fenians organized in pubs 
lic, appointed generals, raised money, 
purchased arms and supplies under the 
very eyes of the United States Governs 
ment, and still not a step was taken to 
arrest their illegal course until Canada had 
suffered heavy losses. I hold that such a 
state of things was most unfriendly to 
this country, and it ought to have been 
considered with the other questions diss 
posed of by the High Commissioners, We 
all know the advantages we enjoy as a 
dependency of Great Britain—in the time 
of peace our ships are to be found in every 
psrt of the world, and in case of difficulty 
they have British Consuls, and accredited 
representatives to consult. On every sea, 
they find a British cruiser to protect them 
in the time of war. We must remember 
that in time of war we have always been 
defended, and we have the pledge of the 
protection of the whole Empire in case of 
danger hereafter. If we enjoy advantages 
like these we should certainly be prepared 
to make some sacrifices for the benefit of 
the Empire; but [do not believe that the 
sacrifices which we are called upon to 
make are as great as some persons esti- 
mate them. I am not prepared, however, 
to admit that the right of sending fish 
into the American market when we have 
all the markets of the world open to us, 
is going to be of such great benefit to 
the fishing interest. The benefit of such 
an arrangenent can Only be seen after a 
time, If we find that the price of fish 
keeps as high in the United States market 
as heretofore, then our fishermen will be 
benefitted to the extent of duty exacted, 
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and it will be a great advantage to us to 
send our fish there. On the other hand, 
if we find that fish is regulated as to price 
in Halifax and St. John, by the markets of 
the world, and that the fish caught by the 
United States comes down to the same 
value, then it will be the consumers in the 
United States and not our fishermen who 
will receive the benefit. [ hope the 
Minister of Marine will keep this point in 
view when he goes to submit the claims 
of Canada tor additional compensation. I 
am a free trader, and believe it is gene- 
rally the consumer who pays the duty. I 
have carefully considered the position of 
this country in conhection with the Reci~ 
procity 'lreaty, and hold strong views on 
the subject. The greatinterest of Ontario 
is agriculture, and the people of the Prox 
vince considered it a great advantage to 
get their products into the United States 
free of duty. It is most important, how- 
ever, to obtain a market in a country that 
does not produce itself—there is a great 
advantage in an interchange of different 
commodities. 1 fail to see the benefit of 
sending our agricultural commodities into 
a country that produces more than it cons 
sumes. The United States have been 
always the exporters of flour: where then 
is the advantage of sending Canadian flour 
into the United States. It might be they 
would not export the same article they 
got from us, but then the Americans con.. 
sumed less of their own products and ex- 
ported more to foreign markets. The 
profits of our agricultural interest accord- 
ingly went into the United States, the com. 
modities of Canada were carried through 
American canals and over American rails 
ways, and distributed to foreign markets 
by American ships. So the United States 
actually derived all the benefit from this 
trade under the Keciprocity Treaty. 1 
believe the repeal of the Treaty has 
injured the Americans more tkan it 
has Canada, and that we have been learns 
ing the benefits of self-reliance. I do not 
think that it will be for our advantage to 
have a Reciprocity Treaty immediately — 
we have still a good deal to learn in the 
way of making ourselves independent of 
the United States in the matter of com- 
merce. Many other points connected with 
the question suggests themselves to my 
mind, but like other gentlemen, I feel 
that it has already been sufficiently dis. 
cussed in Parliament and in the Press; 
but this I may say with respect to the 
position of Sir John Macdonald, that when 
a man accepts an appointment to negotiate 
a Treaty, he ceases to be responsible to 
anyone except the power that appoints 
him. The whole responsibility rests on 
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the Ministry of Great Britain, and the 
Commissioner had simply to act in accord- 
ance with its instructions, and certainly 
cannot be held responsible to anybody 
else. Lthink on the whole we owe it to 
the country under whose protection we 
have enjoyed so many advantages to make 
some sacrifices in case she thinks proper 
to ask them at our hands. 

Hon. Mr. DICKEY said: It is impossible 
to approach the consideration of the 
Treaty, which this bill purposes to ratify, 
without being impressed with the gravity 
of the subject. . This- Treaty has during 
the past twelve months been the sub- 
ject of anxious and thoughtful deliberas 
tion by the leading statesmen of the two 
foremost nations of the world, by the press 
everywhere, and by the friends of peace 
in every civilized land. It is not neces- 
sary to enter upon a lengthened discussion 
of the comparative merits of the provi- 
sions of the Treaty, and yet itis due to 
the Senate that so important a measure 
should not be accepted or rejected with~ 
out discussion. In this sentiment I entirely 
concur with my hon friend on my 
left (Hon. Mr. Letellier), but I differ 
from him in the reasons he gives for op- 
posing that Treaty. He complains that 
Canadian interests have been bartered away 
for Alabamaclaims. Why, if my hon. triend 
had read the printed correspondence, 
he must have known that the proposal of 
the British Minister vas only to refer the 
Fishery question and other questions af. 
fecting Canada, and that it was the Ameri. 
can Secretary of State who proposed that 
the Alabama claims should be included 
in the reference. Besides, had the Alaba 
ma question resulted in war, who would 
have been the chief sufferers? Would 
not the people of Canada? (Hear, hear.) 
That the Treaty was fair to England or to 
this country, Iam not prepared to assert, 
but two important considerations must 
not be overlooked. Ist. No Treaty 
agreed to by the American Plenipoten- 
tiaries could go into effect until ratified 
by a two-third vote of the United States 
Senate, 2nd. The English Commissioners 
were hampered by instructions, and it 
was & foregone conclusion scarcely con~< 
cealed in Washington, that they were to 
return with a Treaty of some sort. - En- 
glishmen are proverbially frank and out— 
spoken, and it is not surprising that their 
more astute opponents should have pro- 
fitted by it. Apropos to this, it has 
struck me as a curious fact, that while 
Mr. Fish’s proposal of reference is in 
terms most comprehensive, ‘‘au. the ques- 
tions which now unfortunately stand in the 
way of anentire and abiding friendship 
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_ between the two nations,” his Govern. 
- ment should have objected that it did not 
cover the Fenian claims, while the pro- 
_ vision for settling the losses by means 
of the Alabama and other vessels has 
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' since been claimed as including conse. 


_ quential damages, not referred to in the 
_ Treaty. (Hear, hear.) Talleyrand’s cele- 
brated saying, that ‘‘ language was invent: 


' ed .to conceal men’s thoughts,” is no 


_ longer a governing rule in Kuropean 
_ diplomacy. The negotiations resulting in 
' the Treaty of Vienna, dragged through 
several years, while the Conference at 
-_ Washington produced the important 
_ Treaty under consideration in a few weeks. 


On this occasion that frankness to which 


_ I have adverted was carried almost to the 
_ verge of indiscretion. Many things were 
_ taken for granted, and a loophole was left 
for the indirect claims which have since 
excited so much bitter feeling. It is very 
- rauch to be regretted that this was left to 
- understanding, and that the matter was 
- not placed beyond cavil by the introduc- 
_ tion of a tew plain words. Happily we at 
last see the silver lining of the cloud that 
_ for the past three months threatened to 
It would 
_ indeed have been a sad spectacle for men 
and angels had this first attempt to settle 
- International disputes by international 
- arbitrament proved abortive. 
terest of peace and civilization we must all 
rejoice at the prospect of its being carried 
toa successful issue, and thus ensuring 
- lasting harmony and good will between the 
_ two great powers of Europe and America. 
_ (Hear, hear.) Reverting to the Washing- 
- ton Conference, I have reason to believe 
that but for the tact, ability and firmness 
of Sir John A. Macdonald, even less regard 
_ might have been had to the interests of 
Canada. (Hear, hear.) in corroboration 
of this, it. is only necessary to refer to the 
- Minute of the Privy Council, 28th July 
last, in which the Ministry have well and 
ably reflected the prevailing sentiment of 
- Canada, and have set forth in the strong- 
est light the objections to the measure. 
In this report strong ground is taken, and 
very properly too, on the subject of the 
claims for losses by Fenian raids. I need 
hardly remind the House that on every 
- occasion when this matter has come up I 
have denounced the conduct of the 
- United States Government as unworthy of 
a friendly nation, and contended that 
there is no principle on which the Alabama 
claims could be contended for that would 
- not apply with tenfold force to our claim for 
indemnification on account of these Fe- 
nian raids. My hon. friend from New 
Brunswick (Hon. Mr. Wark) seemed to 


[May 28, 1872] 


In the in- | 


Washington. 850 


‘make it a subject. of complaint against 
the Treaty that it ; 


id down no rule to 
prevent such raids in future. Had he re- 
ferred to the 6th article he would have 
found that the second rule does provide 
for the future by stating that a ‘Neutral 
Government is bound not to permit or 
suffer either belligerent to make use of 


its ports or waters as the base of naval 


operations against the other, or for the 
purpose of the renewal or augmentation 


of military supplies or arms or the re. 


cruitment of men.’’ And the third rule 
make this obligatory as to ‘all persons 
within its jurisdiction.’’ So that this is 
an additional feature of the Treaty which 
should commend it, to all Canadians. Had 
this been in force in 1866 or 1870 the 
incursions from the other side of the bor« 
der could not have taken place, and in 
future all such raids are simply impossible 
while the two countries remain at peace. 
(Hear, hear.) As a recognition of our 
claim for these Fenian losses we have 
received the Imperial guarantee for twelve 
million of dollars in aid of our contem- 
plated canals and railways; the money 
advantage of this to us is great and pal- 
pable, but 1 attach even more importance 
to it as a pledge and token of lasting con- 
nexion with the mother country. (Hear, 
hear.) My hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Letel- 
lier) talks mysteriously of the future of 
this country, as if public opinion in Eng- 
land pointed to an early separation. I 
do not propose to go into that question 
at large to-day, but I wish to say that I 
have no sympathy with those views, 
and I believe this House has none. 
(Hear, hear.) There may be doctri- 
naires or people of the Manchester school, 
or what my hon. friend call philosophers, 
who talk vaguely of those speculative 
changes. but there is nothing in the utter- 
ance of any English stateman or any head 
of a party to justify the inferences of the 
hon. member. Wn this point the great 
heart of England is sound, and there 
reed be no fears of even the suggestion of 
a separation while we desire, as I believe 
we always will, to remain attached to the 
old flag [hear, hear.] In considering this 
question it must never be forgotton that 
the very essence of a treaty is compro- 
mise. In no other way could a treaty be 
aegotiated. It is a balance of equivalents 
[hear, hear.] Although not then in pub- 
lice life I well recollect the storm of indig- 
nation in Nova Scotia in 1854 when the 
Reciprocity ‘reaty came up before the As- 
sembly for ratification. Two of our ablest 
men of opposing parties, Messrs. Howe and 
Johnston, denounced it as unfair to Nova 
Scotia, just as the Hon. Mr. Letellier and 
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others denounce the..Washington Treaty 
to-day as unfair to a. These gentle- 


men have lived to see their prophecies fal- 
sified by the event, and I have no doubt 
my hon. friend a year or two hence will 
equally acknowledge his mistake. At 
the same time I am far from re- 
garding the abrogation of the Recipro. 
city Treaty as an unmitigated evil. It has 
put uson our metile, driven us to seek 
new markets and taught our people the 
great national virtue of self-reliance. But 
does the Washington Treaty bring with it 
no advantages ? The persons most inter-~ 
ested in Nova Scotia are of opinion that 
the free admission of fish into the Ameri~ 
can markets is a great boon, while the 
priviledge to land and carry on trade must 
redound largely to the advantage of the 
people along the coast. The man who 
launches out from the rocky’ shores of 
Nova Scotia to earn a livelihood for himself 
and his family from the bosom of the deep 
knows full well that he has an ample 
market in the United States where here. 
after, as of old under the Reciprocity 
Treaty, he is sure of renumerative price. 
My hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Wark) seems to 
think that our market would be swamped 
by fish of American catch, but I can con- 
sole him by telling him that our fishermen 
had twelve years’ experience under the 
Reciprocity Treaty, and they are not 
afraid of competition, The hon. mem. 
ber [Hon. Mr. Leteiller] has deemed it not 
unbecoming to sneer at Nova Scotia, as if 
fish was the only article she had to export. 
I trust my hon. friend will come down to 
the seavside and we will show him that we 
export coal and gold and lumber and agri- 
cultural produce, to the United States in 
the face of large duties and could we ob- 
tain Reciprocity the export of these 
articles would be largely increased. (Hear, 
hear.) The securing of the bondin g system 
by treaty through the United States cannot 
fail to be of advantage. cut off as we are 
from a winter port on the Atlantic and 
with no land conveyance thoroughout the 
year, except by ordinary roads or through 
a foreign country. to the great interior of 
the Dominion. Then the coasting trade 
on the Jakes must throw a vast amount of 
carrying trade into the hands of Ontario. 
It has always been the policy to attract as 
much as possible of the traffic of the Great 
West of the grain producing country on 
the borders of the Great Lake to its 
natural outlet by the artery of the &t. 
Lawrence and its artificial ad juncts of navi- 
gation. Nay, I hope ere many years to 
see the grains of the noble prairie country 
and our own far west beyond Lake Superior 
brought down this same avenue to the 
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seaboard. Canada has a deep interest in 
securing this carrying trade, and the 
opening of our canals to the Americans is 
really in our own interest. I have only 
glanced at the many obvious advantages 
of this treaty. Is any one prepared to take 
the responsibility of rejecting it? I trust 
and believe not. Hon. gentlemen, I sup~ 
port this treaty, not as the best to which 
we were entitled, but as the best we could 
get. Isupport it as bringing a lengthens 
ed peace with our nearest neighbours, and 
because peace means prosperity to the 
land we all love. - The distinguished 
nobleman about to leave our shores may 
well look back with satisfaction to the 
rapid strides that Canada has made under 
his administration. Seldom has it fallen to 
to the lot of a representative of the Sovere- 
ign to witness such gratifying results in 
four short years. Other Governor Generals 
have had the proud boast of adding con- 
quered provinces in the East, but ours is 
a still proucer boast of a peaceful acquisi- 
tion in the West of territories equal in size 
to the half of Europe, and rich in agricul. 
tural and mineral resources, our revenue 
has increased, the volume of our trade 
has nearly doubled, and content and plen. 
teousness reign thoroughout the land. 
With peace assured on our borders, and 
our people free to develop the great 
material interests of the country, who shall 
set limits to ‘its progress during the next 
decade. Let us then, if possible pass this 
Bill to-night without division in difference 
to the expressed wish of the Mother 
Country, and we shall present ourselves 
before England and the world a loyal, 
happy and strong, because united people. 
(Cheers. ) 

Hon. Mr, REESOR—On a question of go 
much importance I think it only fair that 
an expression of opinion should be given 
by the members of this House. The posi 
tion taken by the former speakers in this 
debate appears tome to be one assumed 
by a large number of members in both 
branches of the Legislature, and is evis 
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dently influenced in a great measure by a — 


desire to yield to the express wishes of 
the Home Government. I-.can fully sym- 
pathize with those who express that wish ; 
but at the same time we must all feel that 
this Dominion has certain rights and privix 
leges which required consideration, and 
ought not be overlooked, notwithstandw 
ing our attachment to the Parent State. 
The responsibility of the Dominion Goy-~ 
ernment in the settlement of tnis question, 
I believe, goes further than some hon. 
gentlemen seem to think. They appear 
to throw the whole responsibility upon the 


British Government; but reading over the 
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(correspondence on this question ‘we find 
that Canada was represented upon the 
Commission. As the First Minister of the 

Crown was appointed on the Commission, 
we have reason to say that the Governs 
ment of Canada had a certain responsibility 
in the action and decision of that Com. 
mission. In all the despatches relating 
to the appointment of the Commiss 
sion, we find it expressly stated that 
‘‘ Canada will be represented.”’ And this 
was carried out by the appointment of the 
Premier of Canada, Sir John A. Macdonald. 

_ Now as respects the course pursued by the 

Canadian representative upon the Com- 

mission, { know that it has the approval 

of a large majority in one branch, and will 
probably obtain the sympathy of this 

House aswell. The responsibility is there. 
fore in a great measure shifted oft his 
shoulders to those of the people of this 
country. I quite concur with the remarks 
that have been made by previous speakers 

as to the injustice that has been done to 

Canada in ignoring the Fenian claims. 

_ Earl Granville in the first of his letters of 

instructions to the High Commissioners 

intimates that among the subjects to be 

_ discussed will be ‘‘the claims of the 

_ people of Canada on account of the Fenian 

raids.’ It is to be regretted that not only 

have our claims in this particular been 

_ overlooked, but that we have no sufficient 

_ guarantee in the Treaty itself against like 

occurrences in the future. One cannot 

_ help being impressed with the idea that 

had the Commissioners exhibited half as 

much determination to have a settlement 
of these Fenian claims, as the British Gov» 
ernment has shown since the question of 

_‘fconsequential damages’ came up, the 

United States Government would have 

yielded and adjusted the matter to our 
satisfaction. Now it is said that the Mari- 

time representatives sanction this Treaty, 
and that their approval shows the merits 
of the measure. Butit must be remems 
bered that this is a Dominion question, 
and cannot be considered in a purely 
provincial or sectional aspect. No one 
denies that certain interesis in New 

- Brunswick and Nova Scotia are benefitted 

_ by the Treaty, but at the same time we 

see that no adequate compensation has 

been given to the whole Dominion for 
what it sacrifices under the measure. The 
value of the products of the Dominion 
that find a market in the States amounts 
to something like twenty seven millions 
of dollars; and all these commodities, or 
nearly all, pay a large duty. If the duty 
were removed, we would be gainers pro 
bably to the extent of some four or five 
millions of dollars. Iremember well when 
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the Reciprocity Treaty was repealed, there 
was immediately a decline in the price of 
certain exports of Canada, amounting to 
25 or 80 per cent, in cattle, sheep, peas 
barley, and other grains that had found a 
large sale in the United States, Yaking 
Into consideration all the circumstances 
it seems to me that we concede too much 
and receive too little, simply because 
Kngland is deeply anxious to have a great 
difficulty of her own 1mmediately settled 
I think we do wrong if against our convic. 
tions of what is right, against the convic 
tions of the Government of Canada as set 
forth in strong terms in their Minutes of 
Council, we allowed a measure of this 
kind to pass by general assent. We ought 
to express our Opinions frankly, and show 
that we are not insensible to the wrong in- 
flicted upon us. It is not by conceding 
everything that is asked, we can have 
justice done to us. It is for Canada to 
stand out for her just rights, otherwise 
she wili never secure them. The Home 
Government has been considerating this 
question with a regard to Imperial interests 
alone, Ido not say that it has been utterly 
regardless of Canada, but I believe it has 
not been in a position to understand what 
was the best for the interest of this country. 
It is for us, when the opportunity is given 
under this Bill, to remonstrate strongly 
against the injustice that has been done, 
and prove to Great Britain what sacrifices 
we are called upon to make at her demand 
and for Imperial considerations. 

Hon. W. J. MACDONALD, (8. C)— 
I consider myself ia a position to look at 
the question now before this House free 
from all local feeling, and free trom all 
party spirit, not having been hitherto 
mixed up with the politics of this country. 
Lhe causes which ied to the negotations 
of the Treaty are so well known, and having 
just been reviewed oy the Postmaster 
General, 1 need not therefore repeat 
them. It by the Treaty of Washington 
our territorial rights have been invaded, 
was this done solely in the interests of 
England’ Was this done to patch a peace 
with America with a view to future com~ 
plication in Europe and.the balance of 
power being destroyed and new alliances 
tormed? Such is not the case—this 
Treaty is as much in the interest of Cans 
ada as that of England, and were she not 
jealous of our rights what difference could 
1t make to her who fished ix our waters, 
It must be evident to all that there exists 
a strong feeling in Kngiand that this 
country should have peace and tranquility 
and not be contending for her rights with 
a foreign State, rights which she has 
always helped us to maintain and will still 
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doso, ‘ihe peopie of this country cannot, 
and do not wish to have causes of dispute 
and quarrels left open no more than Kng~ 
land does which might at any time lead 
us into serious complication with a power- 
ful neighbor, and one branch of the Par- 
hament of this country has susiained 
this view of the question, and deemed it 
expedient to ratify the ‘ireaty although it 
was not all that could be desired. History 
shows that Canadians have always held 
their ground against the United States, 
yet we are a commercial and not a military 
people, and unsettled international ques- 
tions disturb our industries, unsettle 
the public mind periodically, cripple 
trade, and retard the general progress of 
the country. And this Fishery question, 
unless settled, will be a continual bone of 
convention, and will have the most dam- 
aging effect on the credit ot this country 
and must interfere with the great public 
work now in contemplation. Our jduty, 
then, in the furtherance of ail these inter- 
ests isjto give effect to the Treaty, and 
should we need further evidence to con- 
vince us of this, we have it in the vote 
given in the House of Commons by the 
Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia 
members—68 for the Treaty, 21 against. 
It has been clearly shown by members of 
both houses that a great stimulus will be 
given to many branches of trade in the 
Lower Provinces under the provisions of 
the Treaty, and that no Province will be 
injured, The Government of this country 
have given the matter their most careful 
consideration, and studied the question in 
all its bearings. \ And all admire and aps 
prove of the determined stand taken by 
them, and the clear and vigorous way 
in which they placed the views of this coun- 
try before the Imperial Government, and if 
finally they accepted a modification of these 
views and took all that it was possible to 
get they cannot be blamed. I teel that 
they have the best interests of the couns 
try at heart, and { am bound to give my 
support to a Government that has ruled 
the country so well during the last five 
years, as shown by the great prosperity of 
the country. If under the operation of 
this Treaty the balance of trade should 
appear against us, a money payment is 
provided tor equal to such balance. Why 
should a money payment be scorned? 
What does ail commerce and trade lead 
to but money? But it appears to me 
that there is so much sentiment mixed up 
with the whole question that sight is lost 
of the reality. ‘J’he honour of the country 
cannot be sullied by the negotiations in 
this matter as we are left free to reject the 
Treaty. We are free in this as in all 
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things, yet there, are certain ties which 
link us to the mother country which it 
would not be politic to sever or even to 
tighten at this time, and if hereafter we 
have to pe thhe ie the responsibility 
rest with England and not with Canada. 
If we reject this Treaty, and England 
withdraws her countenance, withdraws 
her protection, and withdraws from arbix 
tration in our affairs, are we in a position 
to protect our own fisheries? Are we 
prepared to build, man and equip a navy — 
capabie of protecting our interests. I 
contend that we are not able, or in such a 
position. The rejection of this Treaty 
means more than the simple rejection, it 
means a feeling antagonistic to that of the 
Empire; it means introducing the thin 
end of tne wedge of independence; it 
means republicanism ; it means anarchy 
and confusion, and the worst feature in 
independence is the form of government — 
which we would have to adopt. A mon- 
archy we cannot have, and a republic is © 
the only thing open to us. When we — 
have this form of Government I donot © 
wish to live in this country. Imagine this — 
country a republic. How insignificant we — 
would be, hemmed in on one side by © 
an enormous country and on the other — 
by the North Pole, rent asunder by po- | 
litical factions and a continual struggle i 
7 
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tor power, without staius as a nation, and — 
without, weight in the council of nations. — 
As we are now 1 believe the people of 

Canada are the most free, the most pross 

perous and the most happy people on the 

face ot the globe. The very country in 
which we live conduces to vigor, industry — 
and self reliance. We are well governed, . 
the laws faithfully administered, and civil — 
and religious liberty secured to all. 
Therefore if we are true to ourselves, if we 
are true to this New Dominion, let us enter 
into closer bonds with the Mother Country, 
the cradle and nursery of freedom, civiliza- — 
tion and justice, who will not suffer us to 
be wronged or oppressed; and if we are 
called upon to give up in her interests a — 
portion of our inaeritance let us do so 
cheerfully, an inheritance which she her- 
self has given us. Before sitting down I 
must say that all English statesmen, how- 
ever great their talents, however carefully 
they muy have looked to Imperial inter. 
este, yet in dealing with the United States 

in the matter of Volonial boundaries and 
other questions affecting the colonies, have 
always manifested too yreat a wish to ac- 
cede to American demands, and have been 
too muchinfluenced by American bluster — 
and too ready to sacrifice Colonial interests. 
Wich regard to San Juan Island that ques- | 
tion has peen lett to the arbitration of a 
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disinterested monarch, and although the 
_ Americans have pertinacity on their side, 
_ we have justice on our side. When that 
_ Western boundary line was settled the 
_ only ship channel known was the one 
Claimed by us, the existence of two 
_ channels was not known, and the one now 
_ claimed by the Americans was not then 
_ useu by the only navigators of these wa_ 
_ ters, the Hudson Bay Company. In all 
_ justice San Juan ought to belong to us, it is 
_ closer to our shores and o1 more import- 
ance to us than to ihe Americans, 


On 
_ the navigaiion of the st. Lawrence | do not 
_ feel competent to express an opinion, the 
- question being governed by invernational 


_ law and by commercial policy, but I wish 
to say this much, that whatever brings 
_ trade and trafiic through this country de- 
serves our support and encouragement, as 
it must contribute to our revenue and im.~ 
portance by showing that we have the best 
‘1oute and highway for traffic through our 
country. 

- Hon. Mr, NORTHRUP—The question 
now before us has already been so 
; thoroughly discussed in the Legislature ot 
this Dominion and elsewhere, perhaps 
“nothing further of interest can ve said 
“upon the subject. i will ask the attention 
oi the House for a very short time to 
make atew remarks from a Nova Scotia 
stand point. he tishery interest was very 
‘successful during the Keciprocity Treaty, 
and we have ever been most desirous tor 
its renewal. inthe present treaty we have 
more, inasmuch as during the old Treaty 
We stood on equal footing, not so now, as 
we can build and outtit our vessels for 25 
te cent. less than the Americans anu are 


hearer the fishing grounds, and these are 
indeed great advantages, and to compete 
-successtully with us uney must either get 
their vessels built or outtitted with us, 
and this would be to our great benetit, or 
they must get a very large bounty from 
‘their Government. Our fisheries produced 
i last year about tive millions dollars, a larger 
sum than any previous year, and under 
the present ireaty must continue to 
‘increase. Lhe hon. gentleman from Ri- 
chibucto stated that the consumer paid 
the duty on mackerel. 1 contend itis not 
80, the Americans largely supply their 
owa market, and vheir own and our fisher- 
men may be said to tish side by side and 
Carry them to the same market and realize 
the same price, but our fishermen have to 
pay a duty ot 2 per barrel on their catch, 
pvr coal owners hoped to have the duty 
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taken off or much reduced ; that trade is 
not now yielding a fair return, and they 
think they have yreat cause to complain of 
the action of the other branch of this Legis- 
lature in sweeping away last session what 
was termed ‘ the protective tariff,’ while 
negotlations were going on at Washington 
by the Commissioners upon an offer 
made by the United States Vommissioners 
toadmuit coal, salt, and lumber free, So 
soon as the Americans heard of the passage 
of that resolution, they withdrew their 
offer. Of this there can be no doubt, as 
it was clearly stated by the Minister of 
Justice in his place in the Commons. We 
see that the Americans have taken the 
duty off tea and coittee, and are paving the 
Way for a cheap breakfast, so we cannot 
suppose they will long submit to have the 
fuel that cooks the breakfast taxed. It is 
the last articie that should be subject to a 
tax. lumbering operations are carried on 
to # large exteni with us, and those intera 
ested hoped to have had the duty taken 
off, but notwithstanding the duty, we sell 
largely to the United States, and this inx 
terest never was carried on as successtully 
as now, and new establishments are going 
up in diferent parts of the Province. Our 
farmers expected to have agricultural pro- 
ducts free as heretofore under the old 
Treaty. hey found a good market there. 
I knew atriend ot mine in Cornwallis, to 
have raised 5U0 bushels of potatoes off one 
acre of ground, which he sold at one 
dollar per bushel cash in his cellar. Is it 
any wonuer then that they wouid desire 
this market again open to them? But 
they have tound a market in the West 
Indies and otherwise dispose of their pro- 
ducts, and this interest is doing well. Our 
ship builders would have been very glad 
to have had our ships admitted to registry 

and the coasting trade opened to us, be- 
cause we can build at a much less cost 
than they. It is generally believed that 
there are many British vessels owned by 

Americans registered in the names of 
British subjects. his branch of business 
is now, however, very successful and there 
is perhaps more tonnage now building in 
the Province thin at any previous time. 

Iu the County of Hants, represented by 

the Hon Mr. Howe, there are about 

thirty thousand tons building, and these 

are good vessels, and admitted to Ist 

class tor 8 years, andarenewal of 4 years 

under certain conditions, and | may say 

that these vessels will be owned in the 
country, and ali their earnings sent home 

fiom abroad to enrich our people. It is 
well knowa that Nova Scotia owns more 
tonnage than any other country in propor. 
tion to population, having more than a 
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ton of shipping to every inhabitant, and 
I may add that the tonnage is increasing 
much more rapidly than the population. 
I may say in this connection, that as 
something has been said about Indepen- 
dence, the people of Nova Scotia do not 
desire it, ‘The sails ot our ships whiten 
every sea, and it is the Flag of Old Eng- 
land that gives them confidence and pro- 
tects their interests when need be. 
The people believe that independence 
means annexation,—that we could not 
stand alone. It would take a consider~ 
able portion of our revenue to pay Consuls 
abroad, and where would be the navy to 
back them up in time of need. In the 
Local Legislature there were four annex- 
ationists, but notone of them was re-elect. 
ed at the last election. This shows the feel- 
ings of the people. I was amongst those 
who thought that the abrogation of the Re- 
ciprocity Treaty would be an irreparable 
loss to us, but it has not proved so 
and I now think it was perhaps 
the best thing that ever happened. 
We used to sell tothe Americans the raw 
material at first price and bring back 
manufactured articles at the highest prices 
they having all the advantageof manufac- 
turing. Manufacturing establishments are 
now springing up allover the country and 
on a solid basis so that we can successfully 
compete. The taxes are now so much high- 
er in the States, and there is now so much 
done by machinery, that the high price of 
labor is not so great a difticulty as heretos 
fore and with our coal and iron and other 
resources we are now looking to a bright 
future in manufactures. I went across to 
Hull a few days ago and visited Mr. Eddy’s 
establishment tor the manufacture of 
matches, tubs, buckets, &c., and found 
that he gave employment to 2,000 people, 
and its growth has been very rapid for the 
last six years. This treaty will help us to 
build and complete, within the time I hope, 
the Pacific Railway. We have among us 
this session, for the first time, gentlemen 
representing Manitoba and British Colum- 
bia who would do honor to any Legislative 
Assembly, and judging the people by them 
we may reasonably expect much from that 
part of the Dominion. Now, hon. gentlex 
men, I think with a good Government, 
such as we now have, .and_ with 
well directed energies this Dominion 
has a bright future. The hon. gentleman 
for Parkerville said the other day that if 
he could only see Nova Scotia he would 
Wilingly die, but 1 tell him to come down 
to Nova Scotia, we will be giad to see him, 
and will not bury him, but treat him well, 
and send him back I think better satisfied 
than ever with his country. We should 
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miss his good face and humour from 
among us. Hon, gentlemen, you will 
always find the Nova Scotians a patriotic 
and loyal people, ready to make sacrifices 
tor the general good. ‘They believe that 
they live under the best 
Government that prevails in the world, 
and are ruled over by the best Sover- 
eign that ever swayed a sceptre. — 

Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON—It is certain- 
ly rather difficult to continue a debate on 
a subject on which so much has already 
been said; but at the same time the 
question is of so much importance that I 
am unwilling to give a silent vote. 1 be- 
lieve it will be advantageous to the coune- 
try if there is great unanimity on this 
question, perhaps the most important that 
has ever been debated in this Parliament. 
IT am one of those who cannot boast of 
being a recent convert to the desirability 
of this Treaty. I have approved ofit from 
the first—-not that 1 was altogether satis-« 
fied with it—not that there were not 
things in it that might have been more 
favorable for Canada; but I have looked 
upon it as more or less in the nature of a 
compromise. It is impossible for every 
party in the arrangement of such matters 
to have entirely his own way, and one 
feature in its favor, to my mind, is the fact 
that it is not altogether satisfactory to 
either side. In that respect it is like an 
arbitration. [I must say that I did not 
expect that complete reciprocity would 
have been obtained by the negotiations— 
the policy, the very necessities of the 
Americans obliged them to reject such a 
measure so far as concerns agricultural 
products. The civil war had entailed 
upon them burthens of the most serious 
character—it obliged them to impose 
heavy taxation, internal and external, 
many articles produced in the country 
itself were specifically taxed; and it was 
scarcely to be expected that whilst this 
was the case, they would allow Canadian 
products free into their own country. In 
1866 the Reciprocity Treaty was repealed ; 
under it the Americans had about the 
same rights as we are now asked to give 
them. We gave them the right to fish 


Washington. 


just as freely as they will have it from this ~ 


time forward. Then the Ilreaty having 
been repealed, we asserted our own sover- 
eign rights to the fishing grounds, 
by requiring the people of the United 
States to pay a license for fishing, but we 
charged them a merely nominal rate, 
The question that presented itself to my 
mind was whether it was desirable to con- 
tinue to exclude the productions of the 


fisheries from free markets in the United ~ 


States, because we could not also obtain 


system of 
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admission for our agricultural products 
into the United States. We were bound 
_ to accept reciprocity as far as possible,and 
_ the Treaty gives it as respects the Fisher- 
ies. I consider the admission of fish goes 
very far towards an equivalent for our 
_ right given to the Americans to fish in the 
_ waters. The Treaty goes still further, for 
it provides if the interchange of fishing 
_ privileges is not suflicient, then there is 
_ an arbitration to settle the difference be- 
; tween the respective concessions. I am 
* enough of a free trader to take as much 
_ free trade as Ican to begin with, and 1 
_ believe we can best attain more perfect 
reciprocity by establishing an amicable 
_ state of relations with the United States. 
I believe that the continuance of our 
_ prosperity depends in a great measure on 
the amicable relations we have with our 
neighbors. Any one acquainted with the 
: trade of the country will admit that the 
- moment there was any apprehension that 
: the Geneva Conference would break up, 
: confidence in the stability of our prospe- 
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rity was disturbed. I would not make 
_ undue or unreasonable sacrifices when our 
_ national rights are in question, but 1 am 

quite certain that the Parent State would 
_ not ask us to ratify this Treaty were she 
~ not convinced that it is consistent with 
her honor and the advancement of our 
_ best interests. Numerically we are not the 
_ equal of our neighbors, we are 4,000,000 
_ against 40,000,000; but at the same time 
_ we have our national rights, and I would 
_ be the first to assert them when there is a 
necessity. I believe there is a sufficient 
sense of justice throughout the world to 
_ assist us in the assertion of our just rights 
in the time of our need. We must re- 
member that the fishery stipulations are 
only to last for twelve years. We gave the 
_ Americans the right to fish on the payx 
ment of asmall license fee, and there was 
at last great difficulty found in collecting 
it. Nevertheless, we allowed them to fish 
_ in our waters without any return whatever 
for a number of years, because we hoped 
they would grant reciprocity ; but now 
_ we obtain admission for our fish, and the 
_ privilege (whatever it may be worth) of 
_ fishing in their own waters. It is true we 
receive noextraordinary advantages under 
the Treaty, but still we are benefitted to 
a moderate extent. The Mother Country 
has made sacrifices, she has consented to 
pay for the depredations caused by the 
Alabama as the Conference may decide. 
_I think thatis perfectly right. I have been 
always of opinion that the escape of the 
_ Alabama was a national escape, No rear 
_fonable man can deny that our interests 
in preserving peace on this continent is 
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greater than theirs. We must remember 
too that the whole question has been left 
to the decision of this Parliament—the 
first time we have had such a privilege 
conceded to us. If the interests of the 
people were sacrificed, Parliament could 
reject the measure, but we have had already 
elsewhere sufficient evidence of the feel 
ing on this point. With respect to the 
St. Lawrence, a great deal has been said 
about the surrender of sovereignty—one 
would imagine that the very liberties of 
this country had been sacrificed, and yet 
all we give up to the United States is the 
right to navigate a small portion of the 
river which is actually unnavigable. The 
rapids there compel vessels to make use 
of the canals which continue exclusively 
under the control of Canada. It has been 
said by my hon. friend from Grandville, 
that if we give the Americans the right of 
navigating the St. Lawrence, we concede 
the canals. Now the fact is the navigation 
of the canals is reserved to us, for the 
Treaty says expressly—Article 27. ‘The 
Government of Her Britannic Majesty 
engages to urge upon the Government of 
the Dominion of Canada to secure to the 
citizens of the United States the use of 
the Welland, St. Lawrence and other 
canais in the Dominion.”’ What has been 
the policy of the country with respect to 
the Canals? To open them to the trade 
of the United States on the same terms 
enjoyed by our own people. These 
works have been enlarged, and are to be 
improved, chiefly with the view ot attract+ 
ing the trade of the West; they are now 
beyond the actual requirements of our 
own internal traffic. Under these circum. 
stances we will continue to offer every in- 
ducement to the Americans to make use 
of these public works. A similar provi- 
sion was included in the Treaty of 1854, 
and that, of course, lapsed when the 
Treaty was repealed, We did not then 
close our canals, for we believed it was the 
wisest policy to keep them open on the 
same terms as before the expiration of the 
Treaty. With respect to the river itself it 
has been a!ways practically open to Monx 
treal, and by the Treaty it is to be nomi- 
nally opened from St. Regis to Montreal. 
This territorial concession is, therefore, 
virtually a worthless privilege. No one 
can urge the advisability of shutting up 
the river when it is actually for our advan: 
tage to make it the outlet for the surplus 
product of the great West. I think the 
navigation of Lake Michigan should have 
been conceded on the same terms as the 
navigation of the St. Lawrence, but I have 
no doubt the right we have given to the 
Americans to use our canals will always 
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secure to us the right to navigate that 


Lake. Then there is the bonding system 


secured to us—it is true it must become 
of less value according as our railways are 
extended ; but nevertheless it will always 
be a benefit to us. Then the transshipsa 
ment of privileges accorded by the Treaty 
are entirely new. [tis held by the Amer- 
icans that a voyage from Portland to San 
Francisco is a coasting voyage—it is 4 


most extreme construction of the regula— 


tions ; but those regulations are modified 
by the Treaty so far as our inland trade ig 
concerned, With respect to the Fenian 
raids I intend to say very little. 1 think 
the course pursued by the United States 
with respect to these marauders has been 
one most unworthy ofa greatnation. We 
have always most. strictly discharged our 
duties as a friendly neighbor; and there- 
fore we must consider their neglect most 
discreditable to them, and I have no doubt 
that it will redound very much to their 
dishonor in the pages of history. With 
respect to these claims, our government 
could do no more than they did—we had 
no representative at Washington—any re- 


presentations that we had to make must. 


be through the British Government. Our 
Government pressed the claims of this 
country as strongly as they could, and 
then their power to effect anything ceas, 
ed. I think they made the only arrange- 
ment that was open to them. The British 
Government assumed the cost of the raids, 
and I have no feelin gaganst allowing Eng- 
land to bear it when the losses were not 
incurred through any fault of our own. 
These expenses were incurred because 
these misguided people thought they 
could best injure England by striking a 
blow at Canada. I have always held i+ 
would not have been an extraordinary 
stretch of liberality on the part of the 
British Government had they guaranteed 
the whole cost of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. Such a guarantee wou'd be in- 
valuable to the interests of the Empire it- 
self—it would tend to develop her 
strength on this Continent, and increase 
the prosperity of this branch of te British 
family. England might have given this 
guarantee without a single risk on herown 
part, and it would have benefitted her in 
the end to an incalculable degree. So far 
from thinking that. we are lowering our~ 
selves by accepting the guarantee of 
£2,500,000 we would willingly humiliate 
ourselves by taking a much larger one. 
(Hear. ) I think the simple question at 
issue 1s whether we save anything by ac- 
cepting this guarantee. If our bonds can 
be sold at as good a rate without it then 
of course there is ro necessity for the 
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guarantee; but we all know perfectly well 
that we shall save money and be in a bet- 


Washington. 


ter position to promote great public under. — 


takings by accepting the guarantee grants 
ed to Canada by the British Government. 
(Hear, hear.) 5 

Hon. Mr. HOLMES ~I must take advanx 
tage of this opportunity of expressing my 
unqualified satisfaction with the policy 
pursued by the Government in relation to 
this important matter. I am of the opin- 
ion that this Treaty will in many respects 
be as great a benefit to the country as the 
Reciprocity ‘'reaty decidedly was, and it is 
difficult for me to understand the reasons 
that prompted some hon. gentlemen to 
oppose the measure. We have a prosper- 


‘ous country extending from the Atlantic 


to the Pacific, and abounding in resources, 
and ! have no doubt whatever that the 
results accruing from the Treaty which we 
are about to ratify will give a great stimus 
ius ‘o its progress, and insure its peace 
for many years to come. 

Hon. Dr. CARRALL—I must ask the in- 
dulgence of the House for a few minutes 
whilst I give expression to some thoughts 
on this very momentous question. I had 
heard so much about it that I had become 
quite nauseated. Among the elite of 
Ottawa, in the hdtels, in the House, in 
the press, everywhere it has been the 
Treaty. Now to-day we have the leader 
of the Opposition in this House arising in 
his place and disavowing his intention of 
moving an am?ndment to the second read« 
ing of the bill, and under these circum- 
stances I feel the want of that stimulus 
which a fierce oppositiun to the measure 
wonld give me. Still. unable as I am to 
find new ideas to absorb, I feel obliged to 
follow the example of hon. gentlemen and 
say a few words with a view of incorporat- 
ing my name on the roll of honor of those 
who vote tor the Treaty. I must ask the 
indulgence of the House. I ask you to 
strain your generosity to the utmost, for 
the question has been so thoroughly dis- 
cussed from the time that the master hand 
in another branch ushered it into birth 
that there is hardly a particle of a new 
idea left for me to evolve. But here I 
must let you into a secret. I confess that 
I have not heard all that has been said 
on the subject from the point of view that 
I occupied in the Senators’ Gallery; for 
there are certain attractions sometimas in 
that place which are sadly apt to distract 
one’s attention from the question of fish 
and fish oil, IfIshould then tread upon 
ground that has already been trodden, do 
not think that I am an intruder—a tres. 
passer—for I do it unconsciously. [ have 
been immensely amused at the attitude 
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assumed in reference to the Treaty by the 
gentleman who monopolizes, directs, con- 
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trols all the political machinery of the 


Opposition through the newspaper he 
owns ; if I remember aright, he was only a 
short while ago in the Government him- 
self, and left it because the Administra< 
tion would not obtain reciprocity. Now, 
when for the first time in the history of 
the British nation, a Colonist has been 
taken into the councils of the country, 
and permitted todirect Imperial interests 
—when we are through his instrumen- 


tality to obtain a certain amount of re- 


ciprocity, we find this same Mr. Brown 
assailing this able and astute Minister, who 
has achieved so much for the Dominion. 
It has been said that Colonial interests 
have been invariably sacrificed whenever 
treaties have been arranged between 
Great Britain and the United States. It 
may be that Mr. Osborne sacrificed the 
interests of this country, aud when told of 
his error, consecrated it simply by a tear ; 
it may be that Ashburton sold some of our 
territory to Maine, and made a bargain 
which would put money in his purse. 
Here, however. at last we have a Treaty 
which confers decided advantages on Ca 
nada; and that it is so, is because we had 
on the Commission one. who was able to 
guard our interests, and that was our Pre- 
mier. [am suffering from a mental de- 
bility in conseqence of the want of vigor 
displayed by the leader of the Opposition 
this afternoon. 
take hold of, that | am really at a loss. for 


new arguments to present to the House. 


I deny that we are called upon to make 
any sacrifice in accepting this Treaty. [ 
only wish it was a sacrifice so that we might 
place on record our willingness to make 
any sacrifice for the sake ot the glorious 
Empire to which we belong. Among the 


points that have been touched in the 


discussion of this question is British con~- 
nection. I am among those who believe 
that the best minds of England are in 
favor of assuming a position which will 
prove that she is desirous of drawing 
closer and closer the ties that now bind 


- together the British Empire. +1 believe 
that this country with its magnificeat ex- 


tent of territory and its invaluable res 
sources has a great future before it, if we 
are only true to our best interests and 
preserve that connection which has been 


. so beneficial to us in the past and must 


strengthen and assist us so materially in 


the career of vrosperity upon which we 


have now eatered. 

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—I have no doubt that 
the House will be very much inclined to 
think that we have already heard so much 
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on the Treaty that any lengthy speeches 
in this branch of the Legislature will now 
be superfluous. Iam not anxious to de- 
fne my own position, but there is a natural 
feeling on the part ot any one whois here 
In &@ representative capacity to state for 
the information of those whom he repre- 
sents, the reasons that infiuence him to 
vote for a measure on which there may be 
considerable diversity of opinion. I desire 
very heartily to vote for this measure be. 
cause I consider that it tends towards es. 
tadlishing friendly relations between two 
great nations—between the Great Empire 
to which we belong and the Great Repub- 
lic on our borders. ‘he hon. member for 
Grandville stated to the House that he saw 
no force in an argument of that kind, be. 
cause it was not plain to him that if the 
House rejected that portion of the Treaty 
referring to the fisheries it would interfere 
with the relations between the two couns« 
tries in question. No onesupposes that if 
the Legislature threw out the Bill there 
would be war immediately; but all of 
us must feel that so long as there 
are subjects of dispute to cause sore- 
ness of feeling between these great 
nations there is danger of _ hostili- 
ties arising between them. Therefore 
if it is in our power to do anything 
towards establishing a good feeling be- 
tween those countries, that is a strong 
argument to vote for any measure that 
may have that tendency. It is our duty 
as subjects of the Empire to which we be- 
long to do ali in our power ‘o prevent 
any such contingency as I have fore~ 
shadowed. If that could only be done at 
the expense of some sacrifices to the 
country, Canadians should he the last to 
hesitate to make them. With reference 
to Canada being a source of weakness to 
England, I am convinced that I say noths 
ing more than the truth when I state that 
the great body of the British nation is 
just as determined as ever, as long as 
Canada desires to be connected with the 
British Empire, to maintain that tie which 
now binds it to its dependencies. When 
we look back to the past and remember 
all that Great Britain has done for her 
colonies, and consider the many benefits 
they receive from British connection, we 
ought to feel that we should not hesitate 
to make sacrifices when Kngland believes 
it necessary. We have heard it said that 
by passing this Bill we are conceding sOv« 
ereign rights without receiving any ade- 
quate consideration, inasmuch as we give 
up the fisheries ani the navigation of the 
St. Lawrence. With regard to the naviga~ 
tion of the St. Lawrence, 1 contend that 
question has been fully disposed of, It 
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has been shown by several speakers that 
this concession really amounts to nothing, 
while we must benefit our own trade by 
inducing the Americans to pass through 
our own canals. As respects the Fisher 

ies, when one is in doubt on a question of 
that kind, one desires to hear the opin- 
ions of those who are most deeply inte- 
rested in the matter. Having unfortu.- 
nately been prevented from attending in 
my place until to-day, and being natu. 
rally anxious to follow the debates on this 
question [read the discussion elsewhere 
with great interest. It does appear to me 
that the arguments used by gentlemen 
who really understand the question, show 
irresistibly that that part of the Dominion 
especially affected by this Act, is to receive 
undoubted benefits from its provisions. It 
has been said that the interests of Ontario 
have been sacrificed because one of the 
means which we had for obtaining recipro- 
city has been given away. 1 have always 
believed that when the United States re~ 
pealed the Treaty, they were actuated a 
good deal by their feeling towards this 
country. Instead of entertaining the 
Opinion that the passage of this measure 
is to prevent complete reciprocity, I believe 
that it will have the very contrary effect. 
There can be no question that the Fishery 
rights have led to a great deal of contro- 
versy and irritation. I think so long as 
those rights were properly exercised we 
should be allowed to enjoy them. At the 
same time I conscientiously believe that if 
this Bill passes, and the Treaty arrange. 
ments are carried out, the feeling of 
friendliness towards us that will be engen- 
dered in the United States will ultimately 
lead to the adoption of reciprocity in the 
fullest degree. Much stress has been laid 
on the Fenian claims, that we were selling 
our honor for money—that we ought not 
to receive compensation for wron gs of that 
kind. I have been accustomed to think 
that as long as we remain subjects of the 
British Empire, the Imperial authorities 
are answerable for any matters of that 
character; and if they do not deem it 
advisable under the circumstances to press 
these Fenian claims. it appears to me that 
no discredit can be reflected on Canada If 
there is any discredit at all, it must be 
thrown upon the Imperial Government, 
for it alone is answerable. If the Imperial 
Government then, in the interest ot peace, 
decide not to urge these claims g loutrance, 
let the responsibility rest upon them and 
not upon Canada. For my part, I cannot 
8ee that there is anything derogatory or 
offensive to our sense of national honour 
when England chooses to reimburse us for 
the losses we have sustained. For those 
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and other reasons, which I will not weary 
the House by urging, I have much plea- 
sure in voting for the second reading of 
the Bill now under consideration. 

Hon. Mr..GIRARD followed and made a 
few remarks in French, expressive of the 
wish of the people of Manitoba to see 
peace ensured to the Dominion, so that it 
might continue in the career of prosperity 
on which it has entered. He stated it was 
his intention to vote for the measure. 

The question of concurrence in the 
second reading of the bill being put, the 
same was resolved in the affirmative, and 
the bill was then read a second time ac- 
cordingly. 

The House adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, Tuesday, May 28th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’ clock. ; 


PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION. 


After routine, 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD gave notice 
that on Friday night next he would ask 
leave to bring in a bill respecting Parlias 
mentary Representation. 


DISPATCH OF BUSINESS. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved that 
until otherwise ordered, the Government 
business and orders shall have precedence 
on Thursdays, and that on Government 
days, after the business and orders are 
gone through, the other business and or- 
ders of the previous day shall be taken up; 
and thaton Thursday the division of time 
intended by Rule 19 shall not be observed : 
also, that for the rest of the session, un~ 
less otherwise ordered, this House do sit 
on every Saturday from one o’clock, p.m., 
and that the same order of business be 
observed on Saturdays as on Thursdays, 
He said that as Thursday next would be a 
holiday the Government business would 
be proceeded with on Saturday, the House 
meeting at one o’clock, and sitting at 
night or not as it might seem fit. 

The motion was carried. 


SHIPPING OFFICES. 


Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD, in the 
absence of Dr. TUPPER, moved that 
the House go into Committee on Fris 
day to consider the following 
lution: —“ That it is expedient to 
provide for the appointment of a ship- 
ping office for seamen at each port in 
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Nova Scotia, at which there is a custom 
house, and that a fee of fifty cents shal be 


_ payable on each engagement, and thirty 


cents upon each discharge of a seaman 


_ effected before the shipping master or his 


deputy, such fee being payable by the 
master or owner of the ship, for or from 
which such seaman is engaged or discharg- 
ed, a return of all such fees being made 
yearly to the Minister of Marine and Fish- 
eries.’’—Carried . 


HALIFAX HARBOUR MASTER. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD also moved 
that the House go into Committee on Fri- 
day to consider the following resolution :— 
‘‘ That it is expedient to provide for the 
appomtment of a harbour master for the 
Port of Halifax in Nova Scotia, to be re~ 
munerated for his services as such at the 
rate not exceeding $1,600 per annum, pay- 
able solely outof the fees on vessels enter. 
ing the said port, except ships engaged in 
the coasting or fishery trade, to be fixed 
from time to time by order of the Governor 
in Council, and collected by the harbour 
master, not exceeding the following rates, 
viz:—for every ship of 20U tons register or 
under, $1; of more than 20U tons, but not 


- more than 300 tons, $2; of more than 400 


tons, $3; and for every ship of more than 
400 tons, $4. The balance, if any, of such 
fees, after deducting his salary, to be paid 


over yearly to the Consolidated Revenue 


Fund, and such fees being payable only 
once in twelve calendar months on any 


_ such ship.” 


The motion was carried. 
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY, 


The act respecting the Canadian Pacifi® 
Railway was read a second time, and on 
the motion of Hon. Sir George Cartier the 
House went into committee of the whole, 
it bemg agreed that the resolutions adopt- 


- ed by the House when the matter was 


under consideration should be discussed 


at the same time. 
Hon. sirGEORGE CARTIER moved an 
amendment to the first clause in order 


that it might be clearly expressed that 


the eastern terminus should be at some 
point near Lake Nipissing and on the south 


. thereof, 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked whether the 


_line was to go to the south as well as the 


terminus. 
Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
object of the amendment was to bring the 


terminus near the railway system of Ontario 
The lake runs trom east to west, and the 


Government intended to express by the 


amendment which he had proposed that 


the terminus of the Pacific Kailway should 
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be on the south shore, and therefore near 
the Ontariorailways. At the present the 
Government could not state positively 
where the line would be run as the sur. 
vey that had been made was merely expio- 
ratory. 

Eon. Mr. BLAKE said that it was all 
very well tor the hon. Minister of Militia 
to say that the terminus would be south 
of Lake Nipissing. What he (Mr. Blake) 
wanted to know was whether the railway 
would be run south of the lake also, or 
whether it was intended to leave at the 
discretion of the Government the future 
selection of the route. 

Mr. WRIGHT (Ottawa) asked why the 
terminus should be fixed on the south of 
Lake Nipissing. ‘The people to the North- 
ward of that lake believed that thev had w 
right to be considered in this matter, and 
that no fixed terminal point should be set- 
tled but that the best route should be left 
to the judgment of the engineers. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds) said the Govern. 
ment should not concede the principle of 
fixing any definite point with regard to 
this lake any more than for any other por« 
tion of theroad. Ifit gave any promises 
with respect to this part of the route it 
would tind itself bound to concede 
re promises respecting all portions 
of it. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said he 
did not see that this wasso. Ontario hada 
large railway system of its own which it 
was very naturally anxious to see con-~ 
nected as closely as possible with the Pa. 
cific Railway and the Government was wil- 
ling to accede to this desire. The general 
route of the Pacitic Railway would not be 
affected by this concession to Ontario, al- 
though perhaps a deflection might be ne- 
cessary. No promises could be smade rex 
specting any other portion of the general 
line of road as that could only be settled 
after more full reports and mature consis 
deration. 

Mr. SHANLY ¢gaid that the whole Nipiss 
sing territory was within the limits of On- 
tario, and he could see no difficulty as to 
where the road lay in respect to Lake Ni- 
pissing. Some scope ought to be given to 
engineers who were surveying the line. 
He (Mr. Shanly) knew this part of the 
country very well, and did not think there 
could be any difficulty in connecting the 
Pacific with the Ontario railways, no mat. 
ter on which side of Lake Nipissing the 
former was built. 

Mr. GIBBS said that if there was to be 
any difficulty about this matter it had 
much better be fought out first than last. 
(Hear, hear.) It was his duty as an Onta- 
110 representative to see that Ontario’s inte- 
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rests were not altogether neglected, and he 


thought Ontario would be very much dis- 


satistied, much more than the Government 
would like, uniess some security were 


given to it that the terminus would be on 


the south side of Lake Nipissing. ‘ihere 


would be a feeling that the interests of 
the Province would not be sufficiently 
guarded unless some such stipulation were 
made. He wished the matter to be set» 
tled at once. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN quoted from the 
report of the Chief Engineer to the effect 
that a lime from any point between the 
Georgian Bay and the west end of Lake 
Nipissing was impracticable owing to the 
roughness ot the country; that aline drawn 
up the valley of the Uttawa from a point 
east of Lake Nipissing seemed much more 
promising. To attempt the discovery ofa 


iavorable line from the westerly end of 


Lake Nipissing to the north side of Lake 
Superior would cause great expenditure of 
time and money without much hope of 
success, and the east end of Lake Nipiss 
sing was nearer than the west end to 
Bracebridge, to which point the western 
railway system was now in course of con. 
struction. Hon. gentlemen must see that 
1t Was not a question of preference on the 
part of the Government, it was an en- 
gineering question, and the instructions 
vo the Chiet Engineer were to trace a line 
from ornear Lake Nipissing to the Pacitic 
Ocean and nothing more. Nince the ques» 
tion was raised the other day, he nad ask« 
ed the Chief Engineer whether he had rey 
ceived any further information which 
would lead him to believe that a better 
line could be tound than the one indicated 
in his report, and the answer was that he 
had not. Before the line was finally se- 
lected, complete surveys would be made 
on both sides of the lake, and the best 
and cheapest route would be selected. 
He could not, therefore, say whether the 
line would pass to the east or west of 
Lake Nipissing, but it would start from the 
south so as to connect as nearly as possible 
with the railway system of Untario and 
Quebec. 


Mr. WRIGHT (Uttawa) thought the Go. 
vernment haa not given that consideration 
to the subject which jts importance de- 
manded, and in the interests of the north 
shore of the Ottawa River, which had 
hitherto been neglected, he maintained 
that the northern route was the best and 
Shortest. He thought that a thorough 
Survey should be made, and he would 
move that the amendment of Hon. \Sir 
George Cartier be amended by striking 
Out the word “south,” 


ir. Gibbs. 
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Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the hon. gentle« 
man would see that by striking out the 
word *‘south’’ it woula not make sense, 

Hon. Sir. GEORGE CARTIEK, as the 
mover of the amendment, wished the 
clause 10 remain as it was before any 
any amendment was proposed. 

Mr. CUMBERLAND thought the matter 
should be settled at once. He looked up- 
on the first report of the Chief Engineer, 
which held that the Mattawa route should 
be selected, with great suspicion. In mak- 
ing asurvey of this nature the instructions 
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should be laid Gown not only on engineer. - 


ing but on commercial considerations. in 
ninety-nine cases Out of one hundred 
where instructions had been given tor 
similar works, they were based on com- 
mercial considerations, and the engineer 
was instructed to make his explorations 
and if there were engineering ditticulties 
in the way that he was instructed to take 
the next nearest route. He was surprised 
that the Chief Engineer had started at 
Mattawa. The natural place to have 
started was somewhere at the south ot 
Lake Nipissing, and if trom engineering 
ditiiculties he was driven to the north 
shore it could not be helped, A distance 
of forty-two or forty-five miles from Lake 
Nipissing would be a disappointment to 
Ontario, and he believed turther surveys 
of this part of the country would show that 
the engineering obstacles were not too 
great to be overcome. He hoped that lo. 
cal prejudices would not be allowed to in- 
terfere with the settlement of the matter, 
but that it would be considered not simply 
from an engineering point of view, but 
With regard also to the great commercial 
interests involved. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said it was quite ob~ 
vious that the matter was in the vaguest 
condition at present. ‘lhe amendment did 
not give a pledge that the line should pass 
on the south side of Lake Nipissing. It 
would pass on the north and east, and it 
the amendment was adopted could take a 
turn so as to terminate at the south. He 
would move that the motion of the Min~ 
ister of Militia be amended by striking 
out the words ‘or near,” and substituting 
the words ‘‘on the south shore of Lake 
Nipissing,” 

Hon. Su GEORGE CARTIER explained 
that he intended his amendment to read 
In that way. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that the only 
question then was as to whether the line 
saould go north and east or south and 
west, and he would move that, if found 
practicable, the south and west route 
shouid be adopted. 

Hon, sir GHORGE CARLIER thought 
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- should be left out. 


it would not. 
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the hon. gentleman should be satistied 
with the terminus on the south shore. 


Mr. SHANLY thought the word “south” 
He could not see why 
the line, if built on the east, should hurt 
Untario at all, and if one run was as good 
as the other, the easiest should be selected. 
He thought the clause should read so that 


_ the terminus should be on Lake Nipissing 


without specifying any particular point. 
Hon, Mr. McDOUGALL (Lanarl), 


4 thought there should be aclear under- 
standing as to the policy of the Govern- 
ment with respect to the location of the 


road, The object of the Act, as he read 


it, was to connect the Pacific Coast with 


the railway system of Canada, so as to 


_ bring the trade through ihe settled por- 
_ tions of the country, and he thought a 
- majority of the House would favour the 


shortest route which made such connec~ 


_ tion. Our railways were already being 
_ built towards Lake Nipissing, and he had 
- no doubt they would be able to connect at 
some point. 
- in the Act a provision which would com. 
_ pel the Government te carry the line to 
- the south. 
kgyMr. JONES (Leeds), was strongly op- 


lt was not desirable to put 


lt might not be practicable. 


posed to taking final steps in fixing the 
location in the absence of definite infor- 
mation. The Grand Trunk was an instance 
of the misplacing of a line. it ought to 
have been located farther inland. Suppo- 
sing this line was located on the north 


shore of Lake Nipissing, would it be sup- 


posed that it would not be extended farther 
in after years. It was most absurd to say 
The best thing to do was to 
leave the question open till more definite 
information would be obtained from the 
Engineers. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said all the 
speakers had treated the question as 
though the Government were going to 
build the road, whereas it was to be built 
by an incorporated Company, and the oris 
ginal proposition was that the Canadian 
Pacific Railway was to connect with the 


railway system of Canada, but it was ne. 
 cessary to fix on some common point by 
which that object could be attained. 


Hence the selection of Lake Nipissing, 
The words of the proposition were doubt- 
less at first necessarily vague, but the 
object was to select a po.nt trom which 


_ the line could be constructed in the cheap- 
est and most direct manner. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said it was quite true 
that the line was to be built by a private 


company, but the interests of the country 


must be guarded. We were making a 


blind arrangement by agreeing to give a 


57 
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ae before the route was definitely set~ 
ed. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said it 
seemed that the hon. gentleman could 
not refrain from drawing imaginary cons 
clusions from the remarks of the Minister 
of Finance. The hon. gentleman knew 
quite well that it was the interest and 
desire of the Government and of every 
Government, to get the best line for the 
country. They could have no _ other 
object. They had no. other object. If 
every individual of the present Govern- 
ment were out, and gentlemen opposite 
were in Office, these gentlemen would feel 
the same obligation as the present Gov- 
ernment to do the best they could and 
get the best possible line. The Minister 
of Finance was quite right in saying that 
it was of great consequence that the Gov« 
ernment and the Company should work 
together; but the Government were res-~ 
ponsible to the country, and if the Come 
pany would not agree to the terms the 
Government thought proper in the intex 
rests of the country, they would not get 
the contract. The point before the Com- 
mittee was simply this, that from the pre- 
sent information it was not known whether 
a satisfactory or good line could be got, 
running to south of Lake Nipissing. ‘I'he 
Engineer did not think that such a line 
could be got. That might be or it might 
not. The Minister of Public Works had 
already stated that the Government would 
see that exhaustive explorations were 
made before the point was decided, and 
that the decision would be guided by such 
explorations, and by the consideration of 
the interests of the whole Dominion. 
There was a subordinate yet important 
question as to the connection of the line 
with the railway system of Ontario, and that 
could be secured whether the line ran to 
the north or to the south of the lake, by 
making a connection down to a point 
south of Lake Nipissing. That was only a 
matter of justice to the people of Ontario, 
who would have to contribute so largely 
to the construction of the railway, so that 
while the line must be settled in the in- 
terests of the whole Dominion, it must be 
brought down to a point where it could 
connect readily with the Ontario system 
of railways. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the House 
had had experience in confiding to the 
Government in a matter of this kind, in 
the case of the Intercolonial they took the 
very worst route possible—(loud cries of 
‘*no, no,’’)—and there was no reason why 
the same might not be done again. ‘The 
true policy was for the House to deter- 
mine, as far as possible, the route of any 
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great work. On a previous evening it had 
been moved that, until the survey was 
complete, and the House had chosen the 
route, no contracts should be given out, 
but the House deliberately rejected that 
proposition, and it now proved that the 
line would probably commence at a point 
forty-five miles north of Lake Nipissing, 
and that a branch line would be run down 
to touch the south corner of the lake to 
connect with the Ontario Railways. ‘That 
plan would increase the distance from 
Toronto and other points on the lake by 
some fifty or sixty miles, and the object of 
the amendment was to run the main line 
to the southwest of Lake Nipissing, even 
though the main line might have to be 
lengthened. An increased distance of fifty 
to sixty miles was very serious and would 
operate very prejudicially to the country. 
The elevation of Lake Nipissing above 
the Georgian Bay was only some sixty feet, 
and if so there wouid be no serious diffi- 
culty in traversing the south-east shore of 
the lake, Noting was known of the 
country to the south of the lake except 
irom the experience of a few surveyors who 
had made a hurried journey through the 
country, and there was no reason to doubt 
that a practicable line could be found in 
that direction. Mr. Fleming’s report 
pointed out that the rough country was 
between Lake Nipissing and the northern 
bend of Lake Superior. The line 
could not go, however, to the northern 
bend of Lake Superior. It was exceed- 
ingly necessary and desirable that the 
House should declare explicitly as to the 
course of the line, and it was of immense 
importance to the people of Ontario. 

Hon. Mr. MoDOUGALL (Lanark) asked 
whether the hon. gentleman would desire to 
bind the Government toconstruct the line 
to the south of the lake, when it might 
be impossible to do so. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said his amendment 
stated that such should only be done if 
practicable. 

Hon. Mr. EK. B. WOOD said the main 
inducement to the people of Ontario to 
increase the great expense involved was 
the hope that the line would connect with 
their railway now proceeding northward 
to Lake Nipissing, and it was always un- 
derstood that the eastern terminus of the 
line should connect with the railway system 
of Canada, No one could say that the 
route along ihe south shore was imprac- 
ticable; indeed, as he understood it, the 


difficulties were further west, on the north 


shore of Lake Superior, and by a curve 
the same route as would be traversed by 
running to the north of Lake Nipissing, 
would be reached ina short distance west: 


ton. Mr. Mackenzie, 
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ward of that lake. It must be borne in 
mind that the advantage of the railway 
would depend on the facilities with which 
it could be reached from the settled pore 
tions of Canada, and if the route on the 
south shore were impracticable, how could 
the main line be reached by any railway 
from Ontario? If Ontario were compelled 
to contribute five-ninths of the interest 
on the whole debt incurred in the con- 
struction of the railway she would not 
give her land unless: satisfied with the 
route which the railway would traverse, 
and the House should understand that. 

The members were then counted on Mr. 
Blake’s amendment, with the following 
result :—Yeas, 32; nays, 43. 

Hon. Mr. Blake’s amendment was there- 
fore lost, and Hon. Sir George Cartier’s 
adopted. 

Mr. DECOSMOS said he would now de- 
sire to call the atteution of the Committee 
to the western terminus of the line. It 
would be seen that the wording of the 
measure would admit of any arm of the 
Pacific being considered the Pacific Ocean 
for the purposes of a terminus for the 
railway. At the time of the Union one 
of the delegates to Canada on his return 
to British Columbia, maintained that the 
Pacific Ocean, referred to in the terms of 
the Union, meant the Pacific above and 
west of Vancouver’sIsland; while another 
view of the matter was that the terms 
referred to any point of the ocean. If 
the committee would refer to the map 
they would see the difficulties the 
railway would have to encounter in a 
commercial sense if the terminus now 
proposed were adopted. From the dis» 
tance given in the report. of the Minister 
of Public Works, it would be seen that 
Victoria was ninety miles nearer the Pacitic 
than Burrard’s Inlet, Immediately oppo 
site to Victoria was the western-most har 
bour of the United States, and if the 
Canadian Railway terminated at Burrard’s 
Inlet, it would be at a great disadvantage 
compared with the Northern Pacific in do- 
ing business with other countries, Another 
point raised in Britisn Columbia was that, 
in case no other route should be found 
practicabie than the railway following the 
Valley of the Fraser, it was asked and de- 
manded that a line of railway should be 
constructed'on the east coast of Vancoun 
ver’s Island, and he desired to ask the Go- 
vernment whether they would construct 
such a line under these circumstances, 
connecting Nanaimo with Victoria, and in 
case the railway should reach the Pacitic 
at bute Inlet, whether they would extend 
the line of railway along the east coast of 
Vancouver’s Island, and consider that ex 
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tension an integral part of the Pacific Rail- 
way. This was very important to the sec- 
tion of the country he represented. 

Mr. NELSON said the hon. gentleman 
had taken the ground that the railway was 
to terminate on the Pacific Coast, and that 
a terminus on the island waters between 


-Vancouver’s Island and the main land was 
not the Pacific coast, and at the same time 


he advocated that the line should be taken 
to Victoria or Esquimault. 

Mr. DeCOSMOS said he had merely stat- 
ed that one view taken was that the Paci- 
fic Ocean, intended by terms of union, was 
some pointiwest of the Straits of Fuca. 

Mr. WILSON said if that view was taken 
the ideas of making the terminus at Victo- 
ria or Esquimault must be givenup. The 
question was not whether the terminus 
should be at Victoria or at some point on 
the outside of the Island, but where it 
should be in the interests of the Dominion. 
It was argued that great advantages would 
be gained in making Victoria or Esqui- 
mault the terminus; but the only argu- 
ment was on the ground of a great eastern 
trade. It would be seen, from the distance 
given in the report of the Minister of Pub- 
lic Works, that from the mouth of Fuca 
Straits, Esquimault was distant at least 
eighty miles, while Burrard’s Inlet was 140 
miles distant; so that there was only a 
difference of sixty miles, which was no- 


‘ _ thing compared with the great distance 


ies 
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across the Pacific. If the terminus were 
at Burrard’s Inlet a very slight divergence 
would effect a connection with the Ameri- 
can system of railways. The terminus of 
the Northern Pacific Railway was to be at 
a point not thirty miles distant from New 
Westminster, and a tremendous advantage 
would be gained by placing the Canadian 
line in immediate’ connection with the 
American lines. If the line was carried to 
the north of Bute Inlet that advantage 


would be lost, and it could only be carried 


there with the intention of extending it to 
some point on the Island, for that inlet 
was at least 160 miles north of Burrard’s 
Inlet. Mr. Waddington’s pamphlets show. 
ed clearly that the cost of constructing a 
line to Victoria, by way of Bute Inlet, would 
be something like $20,000,009, and the 
Government would not incur such an ex-~ 
pense for the small advantages of a gain 
of about sixty miles in the Eastern trade. 
If the line was carried to the north of Bute 
Inlet, it was carried away from the best 
portions of British Columbia and from the 
largest expanse of navigable waters in the 
Province. He desired to refer to the San 
Juan question, which had been very much 
overrated. The only value of that ques- 
tion was in its military aspect. Now Bur- 
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rard’s Inlet could be made asecond Sebas: 
t:pol, and in the event of war with the 
United States could be madeimpregnable, 
He apologised for keeping the House so 
long, but hoped it would be seen that 
Victoria as a terminus was one of the most 
exposed possible, while Burrard’s Inlet 
could be made impregnable, and that a 
railway to Burrard’s inlet would pass 
through the best portions of British Col- 
umbia, and would also connect with the 
American railway. (The hon. gentleman 
was cheered heartily on taking his seat.) 


Hon Mr. LANGEVIN said the western 
terminus had not been decided upon, be. 
cause they had not determined on the ex- 
act route, and proceeded to explain, in 
reply to the remarks of the member for 
Victoria, when, 

Mr. DECOSMOS said the question he 
wished to put was whether, in case the en- 
gineers and the Government decided that 
the railway sha!l reach the Pacific at some 
point on Johnson’s Straits the Government 
would undertake to construct a line of 
railway from that point to Esquimault. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
Northern Pacific Railway ended at Puget 
Sound, and the competition which that line 
will make with the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way renders it desirable to select a termi-~ 
nus that will put usin the best possible 
position for competition with the Ameri- 
can Railways. If it should be decided that 
we can cross Seymour’s Narrows or John- 
son’s Straits with a railway train, there can 
be no doubt that the interests of British 
Columbia and the Dominion as a whole will 
be better served by adopting that route. 
It will give us a good harbour on the Paci- 
fic and place us in the best possible posi- 
tion with the American railways. Ifa 
railway bridge cannot be built over Sey- 
mour’s Narrows or Johnson's Straits, the 
question will be to see whether a ferry 
cannot be maintained to carry across. Mr. 
Waddinzton’s name hai been mentioned 
in the public documents that gentleman 
published before his death. He argued 
very strongly in favor of a steam ferry 
across Johnscn’s Straits. He thought that 
one bridge might be built, but for the 
larger reach a ferry might be necessary. 
The next point was whether, if practicable, 
the railway should be taken to Burrard’s 
Inlet. He had no doubt that the Govern- 
ment would consider it necessary to bring 
the railway to that point. The object was 
to bring the railway to the nearest point 
on the Pacific, and the nearest point to 
compete with the American railways, but 
‘t has not yet been decided whether a pro- 
per crossing can be obtained at Seymour’s 
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Narrows. Examination and surveys are 
now going on. 

Mr. DeCOSMOS said the explanation was 
quite satisfactory in one respect, but he 
wanted to know whether the Government 
was prepared, in case the railway should 
start at Burrard’s Inlet, to construct a 
branch line from Victoria to Nanaimo, and 
in case they take the Straits whether they 
will cause a line to be constructed along 
the east coast. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
intention of the Government was to go to 
Esquimault; but of course if it was im- 
practicable they could not go, and should 
the railway be carried to Burrard’s Inlet, 
a ferry will be established and a line will 
be carried to Esquimault as part of the 
railway. 

Mr. DECOSMOS expressed himself pers 
fectly satisfied with the explanation made. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The House again went into committee on 
the Pacific Railway Bill. 

The first clause of the bill, as amended, 
was adopted to the following effect ;—*' A 
railway, to be called ‘ The Canadian Paci. 
fic Railway,’ shall be made in conformity 
with the agreement referred to in the pre- 
amble to this act, and such railway shall 
extend from some point on or near Lake 
Nipissing, at the south shore thereof, to 
some point on the shore of the Pacific 
Ocean, both the said points to be deter— 
mined by the Governor in Council, and 
the course and line of the said rail way be» 
tween the said points to be subject to the 
approval of the Governor in Council. 

Upon the second clause being put, 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said it was 
his intention further to amend the bill so 
as to embody the amended resolution 
adopted in committee of the whole with 
regard to the money subsidy, by providing 
that the payments should be made in in— 
stalments according as the railway pro- 
gressed, taking into account the difficul. 
ties and costs of construction of the varie 
ous sections, Another amendment he had 
to propose was with regard to the com- 
pany to be incorporated by the Govern- 
ment in case an agreement could not be 
made with any company incorporated by 
Parliament this session, or any amalgamax 
tion of such companies. It was to the 
effect that any company with which the 
Government might deal, and which might 
receive a charter afterwards, should havea 
capital of at leat ten million, ten per cent. 
of which amount should be paid in. As in 
the other case he made this amendment, 
because of a remark he had seen in one of 
the papers—the Montreal Gazette, he 
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thought it was—where it was very correct- 
ly stated that the Government, if it gave a 
charter to any company not authorized by 
Parliament this session, should not enter 
into an arrangement with it upon more 
favorable terms than it would be willing to 
grant to a company, or amalgamation of 
companies, authorized by Parliament. The 
last amendment he would : propose was 
with regard to the grant of lands in aid 
of the branches, and was in the sense that 
had been suggested by the hon. member 
for West Durham. The amendment would 
restrict the amount of land which it would 
be in the power of the Government to 
grant for aiding the construction of the 
Manitoba branch to Pembina and the Nipe. 
gon branch to some point on Lake Supe- 
rior. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked whether it was 
intended, with regard to the last named 
branch, to propose that lands should be 
granted to aid it in alternate blocks. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER- No, bes 
cause there is no good land in that region 
to be given, and the grants in aid would 
have to be madeelsewhere. Besides,with 
regard to Lake Superior branch, it might 
be found that the lands were to some ex« 
tent within the Province of Ontario, and 
the Government would have to trust to 
the liberality of the Government of that 
Province to grant lands to assist the com- 
pany to build the road. (Hear, hear.) 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE enquired whether it was 
expected that the company with which the 
Government may agree would use its own 
capital in the construction of the road, for 
in that case there would be some provision 
for the payment of a larger sum than one 
million. As they stood, the provisions 
were of asingular character. There was 
to be ten millions of subscribed capital, 
which invited the idea that the Govern- 
ment expected the Company would spend 
that amount of its own funds, but it was 
only required that one million should be 
paid in. Having regard to the gigantic 
character of the undertaking and the cost 
of working the roid when finished, he 
confessed that a capital of ten millions 
was a very small guarantee of the ability 
of the company to perform the work, but 
if it was smail as a guarantee it would be 
still further reduced if only a tenth of it 
were required to be paid in. The money 
was to be placed in the hands of the Re- 
ceiver General, and that being the case he 
presumed it would be used. He did not, 
however, see any provision in the bill for 
the repayment of the money to the com- 
pany, and he would ask whether it was the 
intention of the Government to retain it 
or not, 
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Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
_ Government was, bound to take care that 
_ an arrangement was made with a bona fide 
company composed of shareholders who 
would not be sham shareholders. As to 
fixing the amount to be expended of the 
capital stock of the Company it would be 
_ quite impossible to do that now. The Go: 
vernment exacted the payment of one 
_ million into the hands of the Receiver 
_ General, and as to the expenditure of the 
remaining nine millions, that would be a 
_ matter for consideration between the Go- 
_ vernment and the Company. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked what was to be~ 
_ comeof the one million deposited with 
_ the Receiver General. 
: Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER— Why, of 
course it will be deposited with the Go- 
vernment. Laughter.) 
Hon, Mr. BLAKE —Forever ? 
Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER—We don’t 
_ know; the Government will have the mil- 
lion, and it will remain pending the action 
_ of the Company. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE—Then I[ am to under- 
_ stand that the Government will have it 
- one day, but that it may return to the 
Company the next? 
_ _ Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER— You may 
_ depend that will not take place. 
_ Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that it might or 
_ might not be returned ; but it might be 
_ safely assumed from anything thot appear~ 
- edin the bill to the contrary that the 
_ Government would have the power to re- 
+ turn the money. The House was then af. 
- forded another illustration of the absolate 
}truth of the the proposition of the 
_|hon. gentlemen opposite that ‘the Go 
_\vernor in Council was a great institu. 
|tion.” (Laughter.) The hon. gentleman 
_ might have omitted all the propositions 
he had claimed credit for having inserted 
_ in the bill, for they were entirely illusory, 
if it. was to be understood that the money, 
. after remaining in the possesgion of the 
_ Government for a short time, was to be 
_ handed back again. ‘he practical result 
_ would be that it might be paid back to the 
_ Company immediately, and that the road 
might be constructed, or partially con- 
structed, upon the resources of the Gov- 
ernment, without any expenditure of the 
resources of the company. Then, when 
_ the day came —if the day should unfortu- 
_ nately come—when the resources handed 
_ Over to the company should be exhausted, 
the most expensive part of the work 
might still remain to be performed, and 
the Government would have nothing to 
fall back upon except to ask for further 
appropriations. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS presumed 
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the next pretension put forth by hon. genx 
tlamen opposite would be that the Come 


pany would have no money at all, and 
that the Government would make an 
agreement with it upon that understand- 
ing. (Hear, hear.) The provision re- 
quired the payment of 10 per cent. of the 
capital. Instead of being illusory,as the hon. 
gentleman would make it appear, it wasa 
was a more strict and rigorous precaution 
than the Government had ever insisted on 
before. How often had charters been given 
on condition that a certain per unit of capi- 
tal should be paid into the bank, a cons 
dition which sometimes turned out to be 
worthless, In this case the Government 
required that the money should not be 
paid into a bank but placed in the hands 
of the Keceiver-General, and the very Obs 
ject of that proviso was to prevent prac« 
tices of the kind the hon. member had 
suggested. Yet, when the Government 
insist upon such extreme and unusual 
precautions, hon. gentlemen opposite tors 
tured that‘into'the appearance of an act in- 
tended to delude thejHouse and country in 
retaining the power of handing}back the 
money to the parties when it pleased. 
(Hear, hear.) It would be quite impossible 
for a company to undertake this work un- 
der the provisions of the”bill without hav-. 
ing money of its own with which to carry 
it on. It would have to procure money 
somewhere, and the sum of ten millions 
mentioned on the capital was the minimum 
amount which would be required. There 
was nothing to prevent the company hay- 
ing twenty, thirty, or forty millions of 
capital. They only required that it should 
have at least ten millions before®the first 
step was taken, ten per cent. of which 
would have to be paid in. [t was quite 
clear to any member of the House, accord- 
ing to the terms of the bill, that it would 
be altogether impossible for the company 
to goon without capital obtained, either by 
subscription of stock or by bonds issued 
upon the joint security of the land grant 
and the money subsidy to be given by the 
Government. It was quite clear also that 
the money must be at the credit of the 
Company, for it would not get the money 
from the Government until is was in a po- 
sition to claim it: (Hear, hear ) 

Mr. DECOSMOS said that, considering 
there were two thousand seven hundred 
miles of railway, to be constructed in or. 
der to complete this road, it would, in his 
opinion, be far better if the Government 
were to make arrangements with ‘several 
companies instead of one. Hon. gentle- 
men opposite hal spoken a good deal 
about the enormous cost of this work, one 
of them putting it down at no less a cost 
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than one hundred millions. He was pre. 
pared to say that. small as the population 
of British Columbia was, the people of that 
Province were quite willing to come for- 
ward and offer material guarantees to 
build one-half of the railway. 

Hor. Mr. HOLTON (ironically)—Hear, 
hear. 

Mr. DECOSMOS said that what he heard 
from the opposite side only confirmed a 
belief he had begun to form that hon, gen- 
tlemen on that side mistook party for 
patriotism or else were quite ignorant of 
tho mode of constructing railways on this 
continent. (Hear, hear.) He for one was 
willing to cast his lot with the Government 
in this matter, and while he would have 
preferred that an undertaking of such 
magnitude would have been divided among 
several parties, he considered it his inter~ 
est and his duty, not only as a British Co- 
lumbian but asa Uanadian, to sustain the 
Government measure, and to vote for it 
first, last, and all the time. (Cheers and 
laughter.) 

Hon Mr. MACKENZIE thought there 
were other interests to be consulted as 
well as those of the Province of British 
Columbia. He asked whether it was in-~ 
tended to require from the company ary 
security that the work would not be aban. 
doned if it should be found to be unprofi- 
table. Upon the Intercolonial Railway 
contractors had performed those parts of 
the work which paid best, leaving the rest 
in the hands of the Government to be 
re-let at higher rates. Was there to be 
any guarantee that the same thing would 
not be done upon the Pacific Railway? 
He had taken it for granted that the de- 
posit of one million was intended as a 
substitute for the personal bonds which 
were usually required from contractors; 
and if he was correct in that view, the 
money would have to remain in the hands 
of the Receiver General until the road 
was completed, or so nearly completed as 
to render it reasonably certain that it 
would be finished, and not forsaken by the 
company when the public subsidies were 
exhausted. If that was the intention of 
the Government it would be only reason. 
able to make a change in one of the clauses 
to that effect. 

Dr. ROBITAILLE said that before the 
recess the hon, member for Lambton had 
stated that Major Robinson's route for the 
Intercolonial Reilway was the very worst 
that could have been adopted. In the 
debates upon Confederation, however, the 
hon. gentleman had told a difterent story. 
He Dr. (Robitaille) went on to read, amid 
greater laughter from both sides of the 
House, an extract from the speech in 
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question, in which the member for Lamb- ~ 
ton highly extolled Major Robinson’s 
route as being the most practicable, and 
as passing through a country rich in lum. 
ber and other valuable resources. He 
then proceeded to say that since that 
speech had been delivered the hon. gen- 
tleman had, session after session, asserted 
in his dogmatic way that the route was 
the worst that could have been selected, 
and that it passed through a country where 
there was nothing but rocks, and which 
was quite unfit ‘for settlement. Surely — 
consistency was a great jewel (cheers), 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that speech 
was read so often (laughter) that he was 
quite sure everybody must have it by 
heart. It had been delivered in 1865, when — 
the only report upon the route was that — 
by Major Robinson, and when the facts he 
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had stated were collected from that report. 
lt was the only source of information upon 
the subject at that time, but since then 
there had been reports by Sandford Flem~ 
ing, by Wilkinson and by Buck, which 
showed that the route was much longer 
than another that was found to be practi~ 
cable, and that the character of the couns ~ 
try through which it passed was of an en« 
tirely diflerent character from that reprex — 
sented by Major Robinson. He had no 
hesitation in taking the responsibility of — 
saying at this moment that that speech — 
was entirely correct at the time when it 
was delivered (great laughter). The posi« 
tion was altogether changed, however, 
when further surveys were made, and — 
what he blamed the Government for was — 
that it adhered to the route after it had 
been conclusively shown by the reports of — 
other engineers that it did not possess the — 
advantages that he believed it did poss — 
sess when there was only Major Robinson’s 
report to guide one’s judgment in the 
matter. He maintained that he had been 
consistent throughout, and no matter how 
often the speech might be quoted against 
him he would be prepared with a satisfac- 
tory explanation. 

Mr. A. P. MACDONALD—What was the 
hon. gentleman’s route if Major Robinson’s — 
was not? 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said his view as 
to the proper route had been presented in 
the resolution he had submitted to the 
House at the time, He had held then 
that the Government should not be en« 
trusted with such large powers of con- 
scructing a railway until a route had been 
selected and approved by the House, and 
he took the same ground now in regard to 
this Pacific Railway. 

Mr. ANGLIN said no allusion had 
been made tothe Intercolonial Railway ; 
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casion he had voted in favor of placing the 


selection of the route in the hands of the 


Government, and he had not any reason 
Acting on the same 


regard to the Pacitic Railway he again 


_ voted in the same manner 60 satisfied, was 


he with the action of the Government on 
the previous occasion (hear, hear), and 


- another reason why they should have the 


power in this case was that the House was 


_ not in possession of sufficient information 


to enable them to determine a route, nor 
could one now determine where the ter. 
He had no doubt that 


perfect. good faith with the information he 
then had, in advocating the north shore 
route of the Intercolonial. For the infor- 
mation of those who never sneered at 


- that route he would say that a great part 


of the land along the line was of a very 
superior description. ihe member for 


_ Lambton, when he visited that country, had 


not penetrated the better part ofit. He 
(Hon: Mr. Mackenzie) had said that bex 


tween Bathurst and Moncton, a distance 
_ of 150 miles, there were not ten miles iit 


for cultivation, but he was entirely mis- 
There might be some land of a 
swampy and inferior nature, but there was 
as good land in the neighbourhood as any 
in the Dominion, particularly in the County 
of Kent. the county was not such a 
barren wilderness as the member for 


_ Lambton represented it to be. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
as the- member tor Lambton had had an 


- Opportunity of proving his consistency, it 


would be as well to go on with the dis- 
cussion of the Biil before the committee. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—There was no 
necessity ; no one doubted it. 
Mr. WRIGHi (Ottawa) thought the 
Government had been inconsistent in al- 
tering the clause respecting the terminus 


of the Railway (laughter.) He complained 


that the chairman hac declared the clause 
carried without putting it fairly before the 
House. 

The chairman explained that the clause 
had been fairly put and carried. 

Mr. WRIGH'! (Uttawa) maintained that 
it had not been put in a proper manner. 
(Cries of chair, chair,) This question was 
of greater importance to that section of 
the country directly interested than most 
people seemed to imagine, and all that he 
desired was fair play, and-- 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE rose to a point of 
order. He understood that the clause 
was carried; the hon. member was out of 
order. 


[May 28,61872.| 
_he felt it was duty to say that on that oc- 


Pacific Railway. 886 
Mr. WRIGHT (Ottawa) would move then 

oe the clause be reconsidered. (Laugh- 
er.) 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
hon. gentleman would have an opportunity 
of expressing his views on the reception of 
the report, and also on the third reading 
of the bill. 


Mr. WRIGHT, (Ottawa)—1 will indulge 
that opportunity to the full. We will 
meet again at Phillipi. He regretted that 
there shoulda have been any appearance of 
unfairness in carrying an important clause 
by a trick, (Cries of order, order.) He 
would say it emphatically, and would ap~ 
peal to his friends from Lower Canada if 
that was not the feeling, 


Hon. Mr. YOUNG would simply remark 
that his information did not lead to the 
conclusion that the land on the Intercolo- 
nial was as good as it was represented by 
the member for Gloucester. He happened 
to know a contractor who had travelled 
over the road, and who had given his opi- 
nion that on more than 100 miles of it he 
would not grow potatoes sufficient for ten 
Irishmen. (Laughter.) 

The second clause providing how the 
line shall be made and worked; the capi- 
tal of the Company and the time limited 
for the construction was then adopted. 

The third clause was then put, provid- 
ing tor a land grant not exceeding 50,000,- 
0UQ.acres, in alternate blocks of 20 miles 
on each side of the line, or it such blocks 
should be less than 50,000,000 acres, em» 
powering the Government to make up the 
quantity elsewhere, and providing also 
that in Ontario the land grant should be 
such as might be agreed upon with the 
Government of that Province, the land 
to be granted from time to time according 
as the railway was constructed, and in 
quantities proportionate to the length, 
difficulty and cost of construction of each 
portion. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said it would be 
observed that the terms of this clause did 
not limit the size of the olocks of land to 
be granted, lt merely stated that they 
should be 20 miles in depth, but it did 
not give the length oi the blocks along the 
line. It was quite evident that the phrase 
alternate blocks, 20 miles in depth,” 
might be construed as being in one place, 
3U nailes in length and in another ten miles. 
It might give the Government power to 
give an immense quantity of valuable 
lands in one place to the Company, while 
in another place where the land was of an 
inferior quality, blocks of a smaller size 
might be allotted. He thought it should 
be provided that the blocks should be of 
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one size, and opposite each other .on both 
sides of tke line. 

Hon. Sir GHURGE CARTIER would state 
that this question of frontage had been 
duly considered by the Government, and 
as 1t was impossible for the Government or 
the House at this moment to know pre~ 
cisely the character of the land along the 
line, the Government had not thought 1t 
advisable to fix the frontage. In some 
localities the land might be worth a good 
deal, while in others it might be worth no. 
thing at all, and consequently it might be 
& nominal frontage. As the hon. member 
had raised the objection, the Government 
would take it again into consideration, and 
when the report was received they would 
State their decision to the House. If they 
did not come to the conclusion to alter the 
clause with regard to frontage, the hon. 
member could then propose what course in 
his opinion should be adopted. There was 
another reason having regard to the pore 
tion ot the railway which would run through 
the Province of Untario. As he had stated, 
the Government relied on the grant of 
alternate blocks by the late Ontario Gov. 
ernment, tut then the present Government 
of Ontario might not follow up that un-~ 
derstanding. ‘he matter would probably 
be asubject of communication between the 
two Governments, and as a matter of 
course, the frontage of the blocks on that 
portion of the line running through Ons 
tarlo, would be for the decision of the On» 
tario Government. For all these reasons, 
it had been thought better not to fix the 
frontage at this moment, 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said as to the difficulty 
of the character of the land being unknown, 
he supposed it was not intended that 
either the Company or the Country should 
get all the bad land, and thought the best 
plan would be to fix the size of the blocks ; 
but it should be provided that the blocks 
owned by the Company on the two sides 
of the line, shoula not be Opposite each 
other. 

Hon, Sir GEU. E. CARTIER said che 
Bill provided that the blocks on the dit- 
ferent sides should not be apposite. 


-Hon, Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD asked 
whether he understood aright, that blocks 
of 10 mies in length would be an accept— 
abie arrangement. 

Hon, Mr. BLAKE acquiesced. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought 10 mile 
blocks would be reasonable, so that two 
Townships of 10 miles square each might 
be formed. He thought there shouid bea 
provision for a uniform survey of the lands, 
both of the Company and of the Govern. 
ment, so that there would be no confusion. 
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: Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
the lands could not be given until surveyed. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE meant the sub- 
division for purposes of sale. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said no provision was 
made as to how the expense of these sur- 
veys should be borne. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said the 
surveys now being made were at the ex« 
pense of the Company, as they would form 
a part of the subsidy. He thought it 
would be fair that Government should 
bear the expense of laying out the blocks, 
while ail subdivision of their blocks must 
be made by the Company. 

Mr. DgCUSMOS on speaking of the cona 
struction of the line by a company, was 
called to order by 

Hon. Mr. E. B. WOOD, who said the 
principles should not be discussed at every 
clause, 

Mr. DECOSMOS said he should state his 


views on the subject as he believed the - 


Dominion had a future, though the ex- 
Government of Ontario might have no 
future. He believed that the blocks given 
to the Company on the two sides ot the 
line, shoula not be immediately opposite 
to each other: In the United States the 
price of the lands was limited and the 
tume within which they could be sold, so 
as to limit the power of the Company as 
against the actualsettler; and he believed 
a similar provision was advisable in the 
present case, and would prevent many 
grievances. As far as British Columbia 
was concerned he desired to ask that the 
Government would not give anything more 


than the alternate sections, as he believed — 


anything else would inflict serious injury 
and retard instead of advancing settlement. 
He would leave the matter in the hands 
of the Government, If there was one ques- 
tion that was rising before the English 
speaking .people of America, it was the 
land question. The land ought not to be 
handed over to any railroad monopoly to 
the 1ojury of actual settlers, and he hoped 
the Minister of Militia, whose patriotism 
was so weli known, who contributed so 
largeiy to the bringing about of the Union 
of British Columbia with Canada and who 
now had this railway in hand, would use 
his influence to protect the Western por- 
tion of the continent as against any Railway 
Company that would grasp all the land and 
make settlers mere hewers of wood and 
drawers of water. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL thought it 
would be well for the Government to con« 
sider the importance of the question, that 
the grani of land proposed to be given to 
the Railway Company was one of the 
means for the construction of the work. 
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quisite in the public interest, and which 
involved expense, was so much taken out 
of the tund to complete the road. he 
argument of the member who had just 


spoken was, no doubt, worthy of consid- 


eration; but in the United States the 
system of land grants to Railways had 
been carried to an enormous extent. In 
the present case it was proposed to aid a 
Company to construct the line and so 


take it off the hands of the Government ; 


and it must be considered whether the 
means placed in their hands were suffi. 


% cient to enable them to do the work within 


a reasonable probability. Looking at the 


q question from this point of view, it would 


be admitted on all sides that the aid 
would not néarly amount to a sufficient 
sum to construct the line, and a considers 
able portion of the money must be found 


_ ‘from some other source, and, therefore, 


any conditions imposed on the Company 
involving expense on their part, would 
lessen the means tor the construction and 
would have to be supplemented in some 
other way. As to the survey he did not 


_ think it expedient to impose any conditi- 


tions on the Company, for they must sell 
their blocks, and they would probably find 
that they would be able to dispose of 


tracts of land,to Companies for the pur- 
pose of placing emigrants on the land, 


and it might then be found that some 


_ system oi subdivision would be more pro- 


per and would answer the purposes far 


_. better than any iron rule laid down in the 
_ Bili, The work must be carried through, 
- and if the Company failed the Govern- 


ment would have to take the matter up, 


and therefore it was inexpedient to do 


anything turther than was necessary in the 
public interest, in imposing conditions on 
the Company. He differed from the idea 
that it was necessary to limit the blocks to 


_ auniform length of ten miles, as it might 
prove more convenient to make them of 


different sizes in some places, and it could 
make no difference if the blocks reserved 


_ were the same size. The strip of 20 miles 


was most insigniticant, compared with the 


- enormous tract of country at the disposal 


of the Government, and the country 
would be very glad to give the whole strip 


_ of 20 miles on either side, if that would 


secure the construction of the Railway. 
Hon E, B. WOOD said he understood 
the member for Victoria (B.C.) to adyo- 
cate some limitation of the price at which 
the Company should dispose of the lands 
and the time within which the land should 
be disposed of. This would be inconsis 
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_ The value of the land was an important 
_ consideration, ard every condition impos- 
_ ed on the Company, not absolutely re- 


tent, as it would be for the interest of the 
Company to realize as fast as possible, 
He referred toa proposition moved on a 
former occasion by Mr. Young, to reserve 
to Parliament the power to deal with the 
blocks reserved for the Government, when 
one of the first who jumped up to nega— 
tive the motion was the member for Vic- 
toria, and yet he now wanted the Govern. 
ment to limit the disposal of the lands. 

Mr. BODWELL said there was no des: 
cription in the measure of the lands to be 
granted to the Railway outside of the 
blocks on the line. He suggested that 
those lands should be apportioned to the 
Company in alternate blocks, similar to 
those alongside the Railway. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER said he 
had already explained that, by the Gov~ 
ernment giving the alternate blocks to 
the Company and retaining blocks of the 
same dimensions, to the depth of twenty 
miles on each side of the line, it would 
make to tae Company only thirty-five 
million acres. If you go beyond that 
quantity the measure proposes that other 
land elsewhere, at the disposal of the 
Government, may be given to the.Gom-~ 
pany, provided that a like extent of land © 
should be set aside by the Goyernment,* 
in order, by the disposal of that land, to- 
recover the money subsidy advanced to 
the Company ; therefore the Government 
must take care, if it should give such 
grant, elsewhere than along side the Rails 
way, to see that the land retained is of 
like value to that given to the company 
building the line. The Government could 
not be very specific in any expressions on 
the subject, as they could not say where 
the land would be. but the proposition 
of the hon. gentleman should receive 
their consideration. 

The clause was then carried, and . 

The fourth clause was put. It provides 
that the subsidy or money aid to be grant- 
ed to the company shall be payable in 
such manner and upon such terms and 
conditions as may be agreed upon by the 
Government end the Company, the total 
amount not to exceed thirty million dol- 
lars, and the Governor in Council is au- 
thorized to raise, by loan, such sum requir- 
ed, not to exceed thirty million dollars. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER moved in 
amendment to the effect that the subsidy 
provided for in this section shall be grant- 
ed from time to time by instalments asany 
portion of the Railway is completed, in 
proportion to the length and engineering 
difficulties. 

Mr. JOLY quoted from the Toronto 
Leder of last year to show that the House 
had been told that no increased taxation 
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would be necessary to provide for the mos 
ney subsidy, and that the Government 
had stated that the subsidy required 
would be twenty-five million dollars, but 
they had in one year increased it to thirty 
million dollars. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE further oalled the at- 
tention of the House to the statement of 
the Finance Minister last year that they 
could raise the money at five per cent., 
but that this year they had increased the 
amount by five million dollars, and told 
them that but for the fortunate bargain he 
had succeeded in making they would have 
had to pay six per cent. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS denied that 
he or any other member of the Govern-— 
ment had said that the road could be built 
for twenty-five million dollars. The other 
side of the House had said it would cost 
one hundred millions. As tothe rate of 
interest, there was no doubt their five per 
cent. bonds were at par, but it would be 
utterly umpossible for anyone to say, until 
they might go into the money market, at 
what rate they could raise a loan. He 
certainly: had:isaid it would make most 
material difference whether thev got the 
Imperial guarantee or not. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE could not understand 
why the, estimate had been increased five 
million dollars since last year. 

Hon, MR, TILLY said it was exceeding- 
ly difficult to plea: his friends opposite. 
Considering their statement last year that 
tbe road would cost one hundred million 
dollars, they ought to, be grateful. that 
the maximum asked was thirty millions. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE maintained that 
the road would cost one hundred. millions 
before it was completed. The.land had 
been valued at from one to two dollars per 
acre. He was not prepared to place a 
value upon it, but the fifty million acres 
of land and thirty million dollars wouid 
certainly exceed one hundred million dol- 
lars. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY called attention of 
the House to the fact that by the estimate 
of the member for Lambton, the land would 
bring a dollar and a quarter an acre, and al- 
lowing such to be the case, the fifty million 
acresreserved by the Government for the 
thirty million subsidy would be a very pro- 
fitable speculation for the country. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE believed it 
would be better aud cheaper for the coun~ 
try to pay more money and give less land. 
He would at the proper time propose an 
amendment which would develop his views 
in the matter, 

Mr. JUNES (Leeds)—If the road is to 
cost One hundred millions, the amount 

will have to be raised either by a large 
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subsidy of land or increased taxation. The 
general feeling is to give any amount of 
land rather than increase taxation by giv- 
ing money, at least that was the feeling 
of those he represented. 

Mr. JOLY quoted extracts to justify the 
statement he had made as to the amount 
which the Government had last year stat- 
ed would be the estimate, which was twen- 
ty-five millions, and now thirty millions 
were asked. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS explained 
that it was perfectly well understood last 
year that the amounts given in the absence 
of any definite information were necessa- 
rily in round figures, 

Hon. Mr. WOOD could quite understand 
that the twenty-five million dollars was a 
rough estimate. Hewas of opinion that 
the road when completed with rolling 
stock, etc., would cost one hundred and 
fifty millions. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL was surprised at 
the anxiety of the hon. gentlemen. He 
referred to the one and a half millions 
which the Parliament of Ontario had given 
to railways, and which hon. gentlemen 
had thought quite too much, but when 
they had come into power they had chang-~ 
ed their views and given four millions. No 
doubt they were right. By and by, as 
they got more practical acquaintance with 
the route, a larger sum than was at pre- 
sent estimated would be required to coms 
plete the Canadian Pacific. The amount 
asked for was merely an estimate, and it 
was at present merespeculation. The ob- 
ject now was to make a beginning, and if 
more money were required no doubt it 
would be given. ‘he member for Lamb- 
ton had complained of the grant of money 
and also of the grant of land. That gen- 
tleman held a prominent position in the 
House, and as an honest public man should 
bring forward an alternative proposition. 
It would not do for gentlemen to hold in 
their hands and keep back from the pub - 
lic some grand scheme, and to tell ther 
constituents that they would have done 
this or that. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE repudiated the 
doctrine laid down by the hon. member 
for North Lanark. He (Mr. Mackenzie) 
would like to know what counter propo- 
sition the hon. gentlemen opposite had 
ever brought in when they were in oppo- 
sition, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS admitted 
that the hon. gentleman who had last 
spoken was right. It was very fortunate 
for hon. gentlemen opposite that this was 
the case. Hon. gentlemen had nothing 
to do but to find fault in order to lead 


~some deluded people to believe that if 
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they were in power they would come for« 
ward with some grand scheme. 

Mr. ANGLIN was satisfied that every 
shilling the road would cost must be paid 
out of the means of this Dominion. 

Clause four was adopted, and Clause five 
was put; it provides that the gauge of the 


railway should be four feet five inches, 
and the construction of the road, rolling 


stock, etc., to be such as may be agreed 
upon between the Government and the 
Company. Adopted without debate. 

The sixth Clause providing for the 
periods at which sections, of the railway 
shall be completed, and that the Governor 
in Council may require the Company to 
work the same for the conveyance of pas~ 
sengers, goods etc., was also adopted. 

On the seventh Clause, which provides 
for the transport of Her Majesty’s officers, 
war material etc., under such regulations 
as the Governor in Council may from time 
to time make; considerable discussion 
arose, urging that some provision should be 
made for carrying of the mails at a lesser 
rate than was usually charged by railway 
companies, inasmuch as the railway was 
practically being constructed at the public 
expense. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER explained 
that that clause was not introduced ber 
cause the Railway Act applied such a pro» 
vision to all Railway Corporations, and 
when the different charters of Incorpora- 
tion were before the Railway Commiitee, 
they could take care that a clause to meet 
the question was inserted. 

The seventh Clause was then passed. 

The eighth Clause, providing that the 
cost of the survey made by the Governs 
ment shall be part of the subsidy, was 
passed without discussion. 

On the ninth Clause 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE: said that it provided 
that any part of the Act of Incorporation 
of a company inconsistent with the agree- 
ment authorized to be made with them by 
the Government, might be declared null 
and void. This gave a dispensing power 
over the law; of the land to the Governor 
in Council, who might nullify what Parlia- 
ment had done in granting the Act of In. 
corporation. He thought the clause ought 
to be struck out. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER thought 
not, as the clause was necessary. The Go- 
vernment proposed to deal with compas 
nies to be incorporated by Parliament, 
and that was one of the reasons why the 
Government had kept back all these 
Companies in order that their Acts of In» 
corporation should be in such form as 
there would be nothing to be desired 
with regard to any agreement which 
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might be made between them and ‘the 
Company. But as they would be private 
Companies there might be some provision 
which might be in the way of the Governs 
ment agreeing with such Company, and 
therefore it was necessary that ‘the *Go- 
vernment should be armed with power to 
meet such a case. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE could not agree with 
the reason. The House was prepared to 
consider these private Acts of Incorpora. 
tion and pass them in the best possible 
shape, and having done so the House 
shonld not give the Governor in Council 
power to repeal any clause of those Acts. 
If such power was to be given he did not 
see the use of going over these Acts of Inx 
corporation at all. inh, 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER repeatéd 
his explanation, and contended that the 
clause was necessary. 

The ninth clause, providing that the 


Government might agree with any Coms ff 


pany incorporated by Parliament, for the 
construction of the road, was then car= 
ried, as were also the tenth, providing for 
an amalgamation of the Companies; the 
eleventh, providing that the agreement to 
unite should be submitted to the shares 
holders; the twelfth, declaring the united 
companies to be one company; and the 
thirteenth, providing that the Government 
might enter into a contract with the Coms 
pany for the construction and working of 
the road. 

The fourteenth clause was then put, 
providing that the Company might sur- 
render its Act of Incorporation, and ac« 
cept instead a charter from the Governor 
in Council. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that this was @ 
new principle of legislation, which gave 
an Order in Council the same force and 
effect as an Act, 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
clause had been well considered, and cer- 
tainly contained no extravagant power. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE held that it -was 
dangerous to authorize the Government to 
grant powers which should be only con- 
ferred by Actof Parliament; such author- 
ity had never been sought before, and it 
was entirely opposed to our whole consti- 


tutional system. This was an objection 


that run throughout the whole measure, 
which set a bad example for the legisla-« 
tion of the country, and one that the hon. 
gentleman might have cause to regret. - It 
might succeed now by the majority which 
the hon. gentleman was able to control, 
but he (Mr. Mackenzie) warned him of the 
disastrous result which was certain to fol- 


low. 
Hon. Mr. MoDUUGALL (North Lanark), 
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thought it unlikely that the clause would 
ever be put into operation. It seemed to 
him that if any attempt were mace to 
make a. new charter, it would be found 
necessary, before any serious responsibility 
was incurred, to get the agreement cons 
firmed by Parliament. ‘The principle of 
making an Order in Council equivalent to 
an Act of Parliament was a dangerous 
one, but he did not think that if the 
power were given in this case it would be 
used by the Government in a manner in- 
jurious to the interests of the Company. 

The clause was then carried. 

The fifteenth clause. providing that if 


_. there should be no Company incorporated 


-by Parliament, the Governor in Council 


-® might grant a charter to persons able and 
willing to form a Company, was next put. 


Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER said he 
proposed to amend this clause in such a 
way as to prevent the Government being 
placed at the mercy of any one Company 
or amalgamation of Companies, which, 
although they might appear to be hostile 
in their objects, would be really working 
to accomplish the same end. It was ads 
visable that the Government should have 
power to defeat any combination of that 
kind. The clause had been adopted after 
careful deliberation, and it was upon it 
that the Government hoped to make a 
good and economical arrangement, but it 
had been. pointed out to him that if a 
Company was chartered, the clause made 
no provision requiring the same amount 
of capital, or the same amount to be de- 
posited, asin the case of a Company incor- 
porated by Parliament. He, therefore, 
moved to amend by providing that such 
Company should have ten millions of dol. 
lars of capital, ten per cent. of which 
should be paid in and secured to the satis- 
faction of the Governor in Council. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE pointed out that this 
proposition differed from the others, be~ 
cause 1t was not proposed to put the Char. 
tered Company upon the same footing as 
the Incorporated Company, for there was 
no provision that the deposit should be 
made with the Receiver General, 


Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said it was 
proposed that the amount should be bong 
Jide subscribed, and the ten per cont. se- 
cured to the satisfaction of the Governor 
in Council. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought that the same 
provision should be made as ia the other 
case, and that the one million should be 
paid in to the Receiver General, and he 
asked whether there was any objection to 
providing in the clause that the payment 
should be made to the Receiver General? 


flon, Mr. Mc Dougall, 
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Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said there 
was not. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOT! thought it proper 
and right that the million of dollars should 
be paid in, but in the case of the first 
companies the amount could be paid in at 
any time before the commencement of 
the work, whereas in the last case the 
amount was to be paid in within a month 
after granting the charter. 

Hon. Mr. BUAKE thought the provi- 
sion too stringent. 

Hon Sir GEORGE CARTIER said any 
additional provision might be imposed in 
respect of any Company now seeking in~ 
corporation, but Government desired to 
be more rigorous with any Company char« 
tered by them, and not incorporated by 
Act of Parliament. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT thought the time of 
payment should be shorter in cases of the 
present Companies. 

The fifteenth clause was then adopted 
as amended. 

The sixteenth clause was then put, pro- 
viding for the construction of branch 
lines from the main line to Lake Superior, 
and to some point on the line between 
Manitoba and the United States, and for 
a land grant in such case, and was carried. 

The seventeenth, eighteenth and nine- 
teenth clauses, respecting officers to super- 
intend construction of Railway, Reports by 
Company, and Interpretation respectively, 
were put and carried, and the Committee 
rose and reported the Bill as amended. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the Act to Repeal the 
Duties of Customs on Tea and Coffee. 


Hon. Mr. BUAKE asked whether any 
estimate had been formed of the amount 
of duty that would be repaid to the hold» 
ers of tea and coffee ? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it 
would be very large—it was impossible to 
say how much, but he did not think it 
would reach $100,000. 

The bill was read a third time and 
passed. 


Hon, Mr. TILLEY moved the House 
into Committee to consider the following 
Resolution: “ That it is expedient to 
repeal the Act of the Legislature of New 
Brunswick, 26 Vic., cap. 36, respecting the 
government of pilots in the county of 
Charlotte—and to authorize the Governor 
in Council to appoint three commissioners 


Pacific Railway. 


for the said county, who shall have power . 


to make rules and regulations for the 
government of pilots for the coasts and 
harbors of the county; to fix the rates of 
pilotage, and to impose penalties, not ex- 
ceeding $40, for any breach of any such 
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_ Rules and Regulations approved by the 

Governor in Council.” 

The motion was carried, and the House 
went into Committee, A. P. McDonell in 

_ the Chair. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY explained that the 
py a was merely a revival of an old 
law. 

___ The Committee rose and reported the 
_ Resolution. 
Hon. Mr. TILLEY introduced a bill 
founded on the resolution, which was read 
a first time. 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
_ the House into Committee on the Act to 
_ amend the law relating to the fraudulent 

-marking of merchandize. 

The motion was carried. and the House 
_ went into Committee, Mr. Mills in the 

Chair, 

The bill was adopted, with some slight 
_ amendments, and the Committee rose and 
_ reported. 

The House then adjourned at 11:30. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, 29th May, 1872. 


_ The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o'clock. 

- Bills on the following subjects were read a 
_ third time :—Caughnawaga Canal, G. T. R. 
- and Town of Galt, Detroit River Tunnel 
_ Co., Northern Railway Extension, Martin’s 
_ Divorce, Presbyterian Church Widows’ and 
_ Orphans’ Fund, Banks and Banking, Ex~ 
_ change Bank of Canada, Bank of Acadia, 
_ Maritime Bank, Hamilton Bank, and St. 
_ Lawrence Bank. 

Bills respecting Quebec Frontier Rail- 
way, Canadian and European Telegraph 
_ Co., Savings Bank of Toronto, Bank of St. 
t John, Grand Trunk and Montreal and 

Champlain Railways, were read a second 
time. ) 

The House went into Committee and 
passed the Bill relating to the Washington 
_ ‘Treaty without amendment. The Bill was 
_ then read a third time and sent to the 
_ Commons. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
WEDNESDAY, 29th May, 1872. 

_ After routine, 

INQUIRIES. 


Mr. DREW—Whether any claim had 
been made by the MHudson’s Bay Com- 
pany, for losses sustained by them in cons 
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sequence of the late insurrection at Red 
River in the years 1869-70 ? 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said there 
had been no claim made. 

Mr. THOMPSON (Ontario)— Whether 
the amount taken from the Municipalities 
Fund of Ontario by Reiffeinstein, has been 
made good to the Municipalities interest. 
ed, and if so, when will it be paid over? 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS AINCKS said it 
would be paid over in due time. 


NEW BRUNSWICK SCHOOL LAW. 


Resuming adjourned debate on the pro- 
posed motion of Mr. COSTIGAN, for an 
address to His Excellency the Governor 
General on the subject of the School Law 
of New Brunswick, and praying that the 
same may be disallowed, the motion of the 
Hon. Mr. Gray in amendment thereto, and 
the motion of the Hon. Mr. Chauveau, in 
amendment to the said amendment. 

Hon. Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) said 
that this debate had been adjourned on 
account of its great importance. He had 
been opposed to the unholy influences 
which had brought Confederation about, 
but after it was carried he considered it 
his duty to give it a loyal support. Ne- 
vertheless the party with which he was 
connected regarded the rights conceded 
by the Act of Confederation as unalter— 
able. If there should exist a right to 
change the constitution an evil would be 
created which it would be difficult to re- 
medy. He claimed in the matter of the 
school law, that it was a matter belonging 
wholly to the Local Legislature and ought 
not to be interfered with by the Dominion 
Legisiature. 

Mr. COSLTIGAN wanted to know if a 
Roman Catholic established a school, under 
the law, he could draw the amount of 
money allowed for denominational schools. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH said he could, but what 
he contended was, that school legislation 
was entirely a Provincial concern, ‘The Le~ 
gislature of New Brunswick in this matter 
acted inter.vires. Chis Parliament might 
have the power to whip that of New 
Brunswick into submission—(a voice ‘* No, 
Sir’’)—but New Brunswick in that event 
would await her opportunity and avenge 
the wrong. He appealed to the members 
from Quebac especially not to do anything 
which would seem to be a violation of the 
constitution. Neighbours to New Bruns- 
wick, and with especial institutions, he 
had expected support from her for the 
Local Government of New Brunswick. 
In New Brunswick, Catholic and Protestant 


_were in favor of direct taxation for the 


maintenance of Common Schools,- If the 
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House were in favor of a scheme to pre 
vent Common School education in New 
Brunswick, they would accept this Bill; 
otherwise they would reject it. 

Mr. COLBY thought that every member 
of the House appreciated the gravity of 
the measure, and that every member re- 
gretted the introduction of such measures 
into this House. If there was one thing 
more than another calculated to create 
mischief it was these religious questions. 
The question, however, had come up and 
must be met by this House. Believing 
that education must be subordinate to 
religion, he nevertheless sympathized 
strongly with the mover of this motion ; 
but he did not believe in the employment 
of the veto power unless there was a pal- 
pable violation of the constitution, and 
an absolute necessity for its employment ; 
and he thought under present circum: 
stances the House should refrain from the 
exercise of that power. He thought, 
nevertheless, that this House might ex- 
press regret that the School Law of New 
Brunswick had proved unsatisfactory to a 
large portion of the population of that 
Province, and would move amendment to 
that effect, 

Mr. COSTIGAN wanted to know whe- 
ther the Government accepted the amend- 
ment of the honourable member for Que- 

ec, 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
that while the Government fully appre- 
ciated the motion of the honourable 
member for Quebec as one tendirg to 
relieve the Government from an embar- 
rassment, the Government nevertheless 
were inclined to support the amendment 
for a mere expression of opinion as sug— 
gested by the honourable member who 
had just sat down (Mr. Colby.) 

Mr. COSLIGAN could not understand 
what pressure had been brought to bear 
upon the Government to make them 
change their views in this matter. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said his motion 
was merely an explanation of what he be- 
lieved to be the spirit of the constitution 
which pointed towards more liberal legis. 
lation in favor of minorities. 

Mr. CARTER thought the question had 
two points for consideration, the legisla« 
tion of the New Brunswick Parliament, 
and whether this Parliament had a right 
to interfere in the matter at all. He hex 
lieved that the Dominion Parliament had 
no right whatever to interfere in the mat- 
ter. Legislation in this matter would 
open the door for legislation adverse to 
the interests of the Protestant minority in 
the Province of Quebec, and he therefore 
hoped it would not be persisted in. He 


.. Hon. Mr. Smith. 
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was in favor of Mr. Colby’s proposed 


amendment. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL thought it 
was to be regretted that the difficult 
question was once more under the consid— 
eration of the House. He had suffered 
somewhat politically by having endeavor- 
ed in 1862 to place this matter on a per~ 
manent basis by taking it from the arena 
of politics. His political triends were then 
dissatisfied. That has now entirely 
changed, and the course which he and his 
colleagues had then pursued was now most 
fully approved of. The priests of the 
Roman Catholic Church believed that res 
ligious teaching in public schools was 
essentially necessary and that privilege 
had been conceded to them. ‘The protec- 
tion of minorities had been most wisely 
determined upon, and in Ontario and 
Quebec there had been no complaint. ‘The 
National School system nor the education 
of the people had not in any way been in- 


’ 


i 


terfered with. He did not believe in ~~ 


calling upon the Imperial Parliament to 
interfere in such matters. It would be a 
mere bold expression of opinion unless 
they provided, which they were not very 
likely to do. an altogether new school 
machinery. He was opposed in toto to the 
proposition of the hon. member for the 
County of Quebec. He approved of the 
motion in amendment of the honorable 
member for Stanstead. 

Mr. JOLY thonght there was a point in 
this debate to which attention had not 
been called. He drew attention to the 
policy in England on the subject of educa- 
tion. Earl Russell had declared that the 
omission of religious teaching in schools 
would be highly prejudicial to public 
morals. He read an extract from a news- 
paper in which it was stated that the peo- 
ple of both England and Scotland were 
strongly opposed to mere secular educax 


tion and insisted upon religious teachings. - 


Religion, he contended, was the basis on 
which all education should be founded. 
He insisted upon the principle of separate 
schools. There might be a national unity, 
but a religious unity were impossible.g*He 
thought the law of New Brunswick was 
against the general interests of the Dow 
minion, and’? would vote in favor of the 
main motion of the honorable member for 
Victoria, 

Mr. ANGLIN rose to speak, but the 


House declared it was 6 o’clock and rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Mr. ANGLIN said that he telt 
himself to be in such an extraordinary 


position with regard to the resolution of — 


the honorable member for Victoria in cone 
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nection with the amendments made to it 
that he could not give a silent vote. ‘The 
whole position was so extraordinary that 
he really did not know what it was best 
for him to do. The amendment of the 
honoroble member for Stanstead, express~ 
ing regret that an injustice had been done 
to the minority of New Brunswick, he be- 
lieved to be of no substantial benefit 
whatever. He was rejoiced at the amend- 
mendment by the honorable member for 
~ Quebee, as it seemed to him to be a secus 
_ rity for minorities in the future. Com- 
< 


pared with this, railroad and all other 

questions sank into insignificance, The 
~ Roman Catholics of New Brunswick asked 
for the smallest modicum of justice, that 
with their own money and means they 
might be permitted to educate their 
children as it was desirable they should 
be educated. The expression of opinion 
proposed by the honorable member for 
Stanstead, afforded Roman Catholics no 
security whatever. 

Mr. BOLYON would not have spoken 


but for some remarks that had been made 
as to the feeling existing in New Bruns. 
_ wick. ‘The indignation there had been 
f compared to the growling of a lion with 
_ hisprey. He regretted that remark, for 
4 itreferred to gentlemen who had been 
actuated by feelings as kindly and good as 
_ ever actuated any men in the performance 
: of their duty. Their aim was to. provide 
_ education for all, for the poor and lowly, 
_ and the indigent, as well as others; and, 
though they might not understand the 
extreme sensitiveness of the Catholics, 
their motives were pure. ‘The member 
- for Gloucester had quoted from a speech 


of the leader of the New Brunswick Go. |. 


be obtained there tor the Catholics; but 
he (Mr. Bolton) had heard that speech. lt 
declared that the leader of the Govern~ 
ment there would give equal justice to ali 
classes, but exceptional advantages to 
none. He did not intend to speak of the 
merits of the question, as he did not think 
it should have been brought before the 
House. He did not approve of the bill 
entirely or of the resolutions, but they 
were matters which could be remed'ed. 
_ The law had not been six months in ope- 
ration, and when the evil was seen he 
- trusted it would be remedied and justice 
done. He would be glad to see the sys- 
temin force in Ontario adopted. Free 
schools the people of New Brunswick were 
- determined to have, and,the schools were 
open usually to Protestants and Catholics, 
and neither had any advantage over the 
other. He hoped the law would work out 
well, and that the difliculties anticipated 


'. 
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would be removed, and that the Catholics 
would receive any relief to which they 
were entitled. He did not think the Im- 
perial Parliament would ever act on the 
amendment of the member for Quebec 
accompanied, as it was sure to be, by ré- 
monstrances from New Brunswick, and 
he deprecated the excitement that must 
be occasioned by the getting up of peti- 
tions throughout the Province. 

Mr. McKEAGHNEY was very sorry that 
the difficulty existed, They were all 
bound for the same home, and why should 
they not harmonize? It had been said 
that some Sisters of Charity, passing a 
school, had been told that they must lay 
down their insignia before they could be 
admitted. He believed that was a strain- 
ing of the law. If he were asked by any 
one outside of Christianity who the Sisters 
of Charity were, he should reply that they 
were among the fairest blossoms on the 
tree-of Christianity. hey were devoted 
to every good work and to the ameliora- 
tion of the sorrows of all classes, irrespec- 
tive of position or creed. He thought the 
House should do all in its power to assist 
the Catholics in their rights. | 

Mr: KILLAM said there was never a 
time when the parties of New Brunswick 
were better than at present, and he had 
yet to learn that a single individual from 
that Province desired any amendment to 
the Union Act in that respect, and he 
trusted the House would not corsent to 
the motion. The Minister of Justice had 
decided that the Act was constitutional, 
and whether the bill was right or wrong 
there was no doubt that a much greater 
wrong would be inflicted on the ‘majority, 
who, under the British North America 
Act, 1867, had the exclusive right to deal 
with the question of education, by the 
passing of the motion. It was childish to 
propose to bring the matter before the 
Eaglish Government. 

Mr. CONNELL looked at the amend- 
ment of the member tor Quebec asa direct 
attack onthe Act of Union. He regretted 
that the matter had come before the House. 
In New Brunswick the Protestants and 
Catholics get along very well together. 
The question at present was whether the 
House had the right to pass a resolution 
vetoing the Constitution of New Brunswick. 
They had the opinion of the first law ofii- 
cer of the Crown as to the interpretation 
of the Union Act. The school act should be 
allowed to have trial, and the matter 
could be brought betore the Local Legis- 
lature, and if there was any evil it would 
then be remedied. What was the use of 
the Local House if their rights were to be 
interfered with by the Domimon Parlia- 
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ment? He was in favor of the motion 
suggested by the member for Stanstead. 

“I. KY aN (Montreal), said the question 
affected the most vital interests of the 
iuinority whose ieelings were shared by 
a large portion of the people of the whoie 
Dominion. He coula not conceive why 
tue Catholics of New Brunswick should not 
enjoy the same rights which they had at 
ume of Union, if it was correct that the 
British North America Act of 1867 guaran- 
teed ali rights then existing. He should 
vote for the motion of tie member jor 
Quebec as he thought the matter should 
be placed fairly betore the Imperial Go- 
verument and left to them to decide. A 
Iuere expression of iegret, unaccompa- 
nied by any action of the Imperial Govern- 
ment, would have no effect whatever, and 
the people of New Brunswick would say 
that they were quite compeient to manage 
thelr Own affairs. The Government had 
fuund a way to afford redress to Nova 
Scotia in a material way ; and surely when 
# portion of uhe pevple of New Brunswick 
were alficcted in the most serzivus way, it 
was the duty of the Government and of 
Parliament to afford them relef. He 
quoted irom the Moutreal Gazette of the 
4ith inst., to show the great importance 
ot religious education at the schools in the 
view of the Roman Catholics, and he ap~ 
pealed to the House to come to the aid of 
the Catholics ot New Brunswick, and give 
them that reliet which they desired, and 
to ask the imperial Government to inier. 
pret the Union Act inthe spirit that was 
no doubt intended when it was passed. 
some time ago u deputation came from New 
Brunswickjto urge the,better terms for tuat 
frovince. If it was established that jus 
ice had not been done he would be pre- 
pared to grant beiter terms, and if Par - 
liament had power todeal with the money 
question, surely it was of paramount im- 
portance that it should interfere in a mat: 
ter affecting religi_us liberty. 

the members were then called in and 
the House divided on Mr. Chauveau’s 
amendment, which was lost on the follow~ 
Ing vote: —Yeas, 84; nays, 125. 

Mr. COLBY then moved the amendment 
which he had read in the earlier part of 
the debate, and proceeded to speak ; but 
gave way under repeated cries of ** quos- 
tion.” 

Mr. DORION said it seemed to him that 
the motion of the member for Stanstead 
meant that an injustice had been jdone to 
a large portion of the population of New 
Brunswick. 16 acknowledges injustice, 
and expressed its regret, but the regret 
Was lueifectual, He quite agreed with the 
member ior Montreal West that the Legis. 
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lature of New Brunswick would say that. 


they did not care tor the regret of the 
House. He had voted sgainst the motion of 
the member for Quebec because he did not 
see any possibility of its securing to New 
Brunswick what the mover intended it to 
do. He maintained that the power to veto 
had been reserved to the Dominion Govern 
ment to be exercised in such a case as 
ihis. If the Bill were disallowed it would 
give the majority in New Brunswick time 
to reconsider their action. He would vote 
against the amendment of the member 
tor Stanstead, as he thought it was an 
empty and meaningless motion Which 
would be regarded as impertinent by the 
Legislature of New Brunswick, and would 
be of no practical use to the minority. He 
would move an amendment at the proper 
time. 

Mr. CARMICHAKL did not think that 
any injustice had been done, and therefore 
should vote against the resolution. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE had considered from 


‘time to time since the early discussion of 


the snbject the very difficult question of the 
proper interpretation of the Act with re- 
ference to the state of the law existing in 
New Brunswick on the subject of schools, 
and he was quite free to confess that upon 
that suvject his opinion had fluctuated, 
and any opinion he might then give would 
be given with much douvt and reservation. 
Tuere was much to support in the argu- 
ment put forth by tne Minister of Jus~ 


tice in his Minute of Council. It 
was a conclusion at which the hon. 
gentleman might well have arrived 


and might possibly be a correct one; but 
he would point out a few circumstances in 
connection with the Act which would lead 
to a different conclusion. He quoted from 
the British North America and School 
Acts of New Brunswick and endeavored to 
show that, although the system of denomix 
national schools was actually established 
by law, still denominational teaching in 
the public schools was practically acknow- 
ledged, and deeply regretted the course 
pursued by the Legislature of New Bruns- 
wick in inserting in the new School Act a 
clause providing that every school under 
that act shali be non-sectarian. That 
clause must have been inserted for a pur- 
pose and with an object. He undersiood 
that there were large sections otf New 
Brunswick where the people were almost 
exclusively Koman Catholics, and the elas- 
ticity of the old law allowed these com-« 
munities to conduct their schools accord- 
ing to their own views. lhe change of the 
law as it had operated on the Roman Ca- 
tholics, was a harsh change and was not 
necessary to satisfy the scruples of Protes- 
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tants. He explained the law in force in 
Ontario, and the Act passed by the Legis- 
lature of that Province since Confedera.- 
tion, and particularly the amendment he 
had caused to be made, by which Catholics 
were not compelled to send their children 
to common schools in places where sepa- 
rate schools did not exist. In his opinion 
it was in that spirit alone that the question 
could be successfully dealt with ; but they 
had been asked to go a great deal further, 
and he felt having been one who, upon 
former occasions, took an humble part in 
endeavoring to maintain the integrity of 
the constitution— bound to say a tew words 
upon that subject. It was one thing for 
the Provincial or the Canadian Legislatures 
to pass an Act of Parliament beyond its 
Constitutional powers, an action deserving 
Of the highest reprobation, but it was quite 
_ another thing for a Provincial or a general 
Parliament to propose an amendment in 
the Constitution. The character of that 
amendment, the rights and interests af. 
fected by it, might demand a ditferent con- 
sideration altogether in one case from that 
_ Which should govern in the other case. 
_ They had had a case before them in which, 
according to the opinion of many people, 
Parliament proceeded in awrong direction 
by violating the constitution, They had 
_ had a casein which Parliament had applied 
____ tothe Imperial Government for, practically, 
, _ an amendment.of the constitution in the 
enlargement of its powers. ‘They had had 
j the case of the Manitoba Act, when the 
Government had thought it right to send 
_adespatch to the Colonial Secretary to 
‘ alter the constitution, and that without the 
] consent of the Parliament of Canada. 
q 
; 
; 
: 


~ Many caces could be pointed out in which 
the feelings of this complex Confederation 
could be fitly expressed in reference to a 
Change in the construction by addresses 
from both Houses of Parliament; but the 
rights and interests of the Provinces would 
not be worth the paper on which the con- 
stitution was written if it could be said 
that all rights could, asa matter of course, 
be altered or changed on addresses alone. 
The Imperial Government would never 
take away the rights of the Provncial 
Legislature at the instance of the Domin- 
ion Parliament alone, and no more dan-~ 
gerous error could be fallen into. ‘the pro- 
‘per mode would be not to ask Her Majess 
__ty’s Government to take action, but toask 
3 the Local Governments to take action. 
Hon. Mr, CHAUVEAU said his intention 
was to ask not for an amendment but an 
explanation to the Union Act, 
Hon. Mr. BLAK# said that would be a 
very dangerous course and might lead to 
evil, as it would be very ditiicult to decide 
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where to draw the line. He desired to - 
give a practical suggestion as to what 
Should be done. If. any constitutional 
right were infringed Parliament had power 
under the 4th clause of the British North 
America Act to interfere, and te quoted 
the provision giving Parliament the right 
to make remedial laws when necessary; 
and this, he maintained could be done 
though the twelve months had elapsed. 
He suggested that the proper course would 
be to obtain the opinion of the Law Offix 
cers of the Crown in England as to the 
right of the New Brunswick Legislature to 
make the alteration in the School Law 
which they had done, and if it was found 
that such legislation in every part of it 
was not in accordance with the constitution, 
then this Parliament might pass a remee 
dial Act to Jo justice to those who had 
been injured. This view might be pros 
posed as an amendment by his colleague, 
the hon. member for Lambton, at a later 
stage. : 

Hon. Col. GRAY said if the argument of 
the member for West. Durham was correct 
the law passed by the New Brunswick Le- 
gislature was unconstitutional and could be 
set aside by the Courts. No question 
had yet arisen before the Supreme Court. 
He did not like any application to the 
English Law Officers as they ougat to 
be able to decide such questions them, 
selves. 

Mr. WALLACE (Albert, N. B.) thought 
Parliament had no right to deal with the 
matter, as it rested entirely with the Local 
Leyislature. The motion of the member 
for Victoria was Most mischievous, as all 
security was gone if it was decided that 
Parliament might override the action of 
Local Legislatures. He believed the law 
was fair ond just to all, He thought the 
amendment of the member for St. Joan 
must commend itself to the whole House, 
and be hoped it would be supported. He 
was giad the amendment of the member 
for Quebec had been voted down, as no 
greater insult could be offered to the peo- 
ple of New Brunswick, He should vote 
tor the amendment of the member tor 
Stanstead as a comprompromise of the 
matier. é 

The members were called in, and the di- 
vision on Mr. Colby’s amendment was 
taken and resulted as. follows :— Yeas, 117; 
nays, 42. 

{he amendment was declared carried. 

Hon. Mr. DO&LON said the motion 1m» 
plied a condemnation of the action of the 
New Brunswick wegislature, and he hoped 
that it would se amended. He did not 
think the House had a right to express 
that condemnation, and he desired to add 
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a few words to the motion which would 
give relief to the Catholics of New Bruns- 
wick. The motion was merely to gloss 
over the difficulty by which the Go. 
vernment were menaced in a direct 
vote on the motion of the member for 
Victoria. To bring the matter as near 
as possible back to its original position, 
he moved that the following words be 
added to the motion—‘‘ And this House 
further regrets that, toallay well grounded 
discontent, His Excellency the Governor 
General has not been advised to disallow 
the School Act of 1871, passed by the Le- 
gislature of New Brunswick.”’ 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
he was much obliged to the hon. gentle- 
man for the straightforward manner in 
which he had put the vote of want of con- 
fidence, and they would receive it as such. 

Mr. ANGLIN hoped that every hon. 
member would know that he was choosing 
between justice to an oppressed minority 
and the convenience of the hon. gentle- 
men opposite. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER addressed 
the House in French to the effect that the 
amendment was a simple vote of want of 
confidence. : 

Mr. CUSTIGAN said he had no intention 
of attacking the Government in his origi- 
nal motion ; but they had done their best 
to defeat his object, and he only regretted 
that he must vote a want of confidence; 
but he must regret that the act had not 
been disallowed, and must so vote. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE asked whether the 
Government had any Objection to the 


amendment of which he had given no- 
tice. 
Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 


they had no objection at all to their di- 
vision being subject to the revision oj 
the law vfficers of the Crown. 

The members were called in, and Mr. 


Dorion’s amendment was lost on the fol- | 


‘owing division :—yeas, 38, nays, i17. 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE was not satisfied 
that the new school act had dealt fairly 
with the Catholics of New Brunswick, or 
that the Government would have been 
justified in disallowing the act. The great- 
est care should be taken in interfering 
with local legislation, and especially in 
dealing with religious questions. He be- 
lieved the secular system was best adapted 
to promote education throughout the 
country. ‘there seemed room for doubt 
in the matter of legislation in New Bruns. 
wick, and he therefore moved that the 
following words be added to the motion 
before the House: ‘That this House 
deems it expedient that the opinion of the 
law officers ot the Crowa in England, and 
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if possible the opinion of the Judicial Com. 
mittee of the Privy Council, should be 
obtained as to the right of the New Bruns. 


wick Legislature to make such changes in 


the School law as to deprive the Roman 
Catholics of the privileges they enjoyed at 
the time of the Union in respect to reli« 
gious education in the common schools, 
with a view of ascertaining whether the 
case comes within the terms of the fourth 
subsection of the ninety-third clause of 
the British North America Act, 1867, which 
authorizes the Parliament of Canada to 
enact remedial laws for the due execution 
of the provisions respecting education in 
the said Act.” 

Mr. ANGLIN said if this were accepted 
it would be but fair, as the Minister of 
Justice held strong opinions on the subs 
ject, and might give a coloring to the 
case to be presented to the law officers of 
the Crown, that the hon. member for 
West Durham should be consulted in the 
preparation of the case. (Cries of “ oh,” 
“oh.’?) 


Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) thought if 
anybody was to be consulted it should be 
the Government of New Brunswick. (Hear, 
hear.) It would be better, however to 
leave the matter in the hands of the Minis~ 
ter of Justice. 


Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD thought 
that the suggestion of the hon. member 
for Gloucester would hardly be concurred 
in by the hon. member tor West Durham. 
It was for the interest ot all parties that 
the proper construction of the law should 
be known, and the reference to the law 
officers of the Crown would settle that. 
He took it that the case tou be presented 


to those officers should be settled satis. ~ 


factory to the Government of New Bruns-~ 
wick, and also to those who, like the hon. 
member for Gloucester, were attacking 
the constitutionality of the school act. 
[hat could be easily arranged by those 
who had petitioned against the Act ses 
lecting some person in whom they had 
confidence in New Brunswick to settle 
their view of the case. (Hear, hear.) 


Hon. Mr. WOOD said that all that was 
wanted was a record of the Acts passed in 
New Brunswick upon the school question, 
with the provisions of the British North 
America Act respecting education. There 
should, he supp Jsed, be counsel on either 
side; and whatever cases were prepared 
for them would be for the purpose of ar 
gume.t. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the object would 
be fully accomplished by the Catholics of 
New Brunswick selecting some person in 
whom they ,had confidence, to prepare 
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their case. (Hear, hear.) The motion was 
then adopted. 4 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
that when the House adjourn it adjourn 


till Friday. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
the estimates would be proceeded with on 
Friday. — 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD replied 
that on that day he would introduce the 
Bill relating to representation, and after~ 
wards the Pacific Railway Bill would be 
taken up. 

_ Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
the Representation Bill was printed. 

_ Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said 
It was printed in English but not in 
French. ; 

Hon. Mr. HOUTON gave notice that 
before going into Committee of Supply he 
would take the pleasure of the House on 
the propriety of the payment to Judge 
Johnson of a double salary during the 
time he had been engaged in the North. 
West. 

The House adjourned at 12:30 till Fri- 
ay. 


SENATE. 


Fripay, 31st May, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o'clock. 

Two Reports of the Commitee of Con- 
tingent Accounts were submitted by Hon. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, and ordered for consider- 


ation on Monday next. 

The following bills were read a third 
time and passed:—Bank of St. John, 
Grand Trunk Railway and Montreal and 
Champlain Companies, Toronto Savings 
Bank, Quebec Frontier Railway Coms 
pany. 

INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


Hon. Mr. WARK moved that an humble 
address be presented to His Excellency 
the Governor General, praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause an ins 
quiry to be made, under the direction of 
the Minister of Justice, into the operation 
of the Insolvent Law, with the view of em- 
bodying such amendments as may be 
deemed necessary, ina bill to be submit-~ 
ted to Parliament at its next session. 

In making the motion the hon. gentle- 
man urged the necessity of making an 
amendment in the existing law. Whilst 
many persons objected to repealing it al- 
together, no one contended that it was 
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not susceptible of improvement in many 
respects. ‘The necessities of the country 
required the equitable distribution of a 
debtor’s property among his creditors, 
and that the honest insolvent should be 
protected from the rapacity of any hard 
creditor. 


Laws. 


Hon. Mr. MoMASTER seconded the 
motion as necessary in the interests of the 
country. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER rose to say that he 
hoped, notwithstanding the very able and 
plausible speeches made on this subject, 
a few daysago, a house composed as this 
was, of gentlemen of long experience in 
commercial and legal matters would give 
the motion of the hon. gentlemen before 
them that wise and thoughtful considera~ 
tion to which he thought it was entitled. 
The British North American Act gave us 
the power, and the right to have an 
Insolvency Law for the benefit of all 
Canada. And here he would say that 
the present law is both an Insolvency 
Law and a Bankruptcy Law, or in other 
words an Attachment Law and an Insol- 
vency Law, as under the compulsory 
clauses of the Act a debtor not meeting 
his liabilities generally as they become 
due, or showing signs against his creditors 
of fraudulent mtentions can be called on 
for a statement of his affairs, and if not 
found satisfactory to his creditors, a se- 
curing ot his assets by an attachment can 
be had at once. And this is why the 
several Boards of Trade, who are good 
judges of commercial questions, are so de- 
sirous that the Act should be continued, 
feeling as they do, that it is a much safer 
law for general trade, than a mere Insol. 
vency Law, which would only protect, or 
in the mild language of the day, relieve the 
debtor. He would not say why it is a 
good and fair law such as this is, and pass~ 
ed only some three years ago, as a general 
law, for the several Provinces of this 
Dominion is now sought to be repealed 
by one of those spasmodic changes 
of thought—in a number of gentlemen— 
in the other branch of this Legislature 
who take it upon themselves to get up an 
excitement » gainst it, and say it should be 
repealed even before it is quite time the 
parties most to be injured had a fair chance 
of becoming familisr with the benefits 
arising out of it to business men. And 
here again he would call the attention of 
this House to the fact that the United 
States had passed a similar law in March, 
1867. Itis entitled, ‘‘An Act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States.’’ This Sct is now 
in force; it is so well adapted, and pro« 
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vides so carefully, that fraud shall be pre- 
vented and justice done in all cases, and 
so generally useful that it is more than 

robable that it will be permanent, and, 
without being repealed, wil! be amended 
from time to time, as experience shows 
the need. It had an amendment passed 
to it, in 1869, which prevents a debtor 
from getting discharged unless his assets 
shall pay fifty per cent of the claims 
proved against his estate upon which he 
shall be liable, as the principal debtor, 
unless the assent in writing of a majority 
in number and value of his creditors be 
filed in the case at, or before the time of 
the hearing of the application for diss 
charge. He would say it was suspicious 
to see gentlemen who helped to pass our 
law, in 1869, as a Dominion Law, seek 
now to getit repealed of their own mo- 
tion, since he was not aware that even 
one petition from the parties who had 
the best right to be judges on such com-~ 
mercial questions had not asked for its 
repeal; but on the contrary nearly all the 
great centres of business, through their 
respective Boards of Tradei had asked that 
it may not be repealed, but that it may be 
continued, and amended if necessary. He 
would ask then that this motion may be 
well considered by this House, and the 
Government, so that the country will not 
fall back—by allowing this Law to expire— 
to that state of affairs which prevailed in 
the Lower Provinces before the passing of 
this uniform Law, which.so enables the 
commercial men of the several Provinces 
of this Dominion to understand each 
other. Further he would say, on the basis 
of our commercial credit, he would ask 
that the motion be complied with, and 
the Law continued, and thereby confi» 
dence given to men of means to advance 
their capital, and give that credit so essen~ 
tial for commercial activity In answer 
to the arguments of some hon. gentlemen, 
it was only necessary for him to say that 
under the several clauses of this law, it 
was utterly impossible for the dishonest 
debtor to act as described, and as he could 
under the system of execution, because 
no unequal or preferential making of the 
assets— where commercial men know their 
business—can be sustained, but every cre. 
ditor must share and share alike. In cons 
clusion then, he would support the motion 
of the hon. mover, and hoped every gen- 
tleman who loved fair play would act 
similarly, so as to keep a law continuing, 
that is now a Dominion law, in contrast 
with the confusion the country will he in 
if this Act be allowed to expire, and which 
to him would be going backward instead 
of forward —making again the laws of the 
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similar instead of national and uniform. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that uu~ 
der any circustances the Government 
intended taking the question of the In- 
solvency Laws into their consideration 
during the vacation, and would therefore 
willingly agree to the Address. 

The motion was carried. 

Bills on the following subiects were read 
a second time: 

St, Catharine’s Board of Trade, River 
Sydenham. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill 
to amend the act respecting copyrights. 

The House adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, May 31, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.15 


p.m. 
JUDICIAL, SALARIES, 


After routine, 

Hon. Sir J OHN MACDONALD mayed 
that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow, to consider a resolution 
toamend and extend the schedule to the 
Act 31, Vic. 33, and make provision for 
the salaries of judges and stipendiary ma~ 
gistrates in the Provinces of Quebec, Nova 
Scotia, Manitoba, British Columbia, &c. 
He said that it was his intention, in accord- 
ance with an Act passed by the New Bruns. 
wick Legislature, to make provision for 
the appointment of an additional puisne 
Judge in that Province, the Court consist- 
ing now of only a Chief Justice and one 
Judge. 

The motion was carried. 


HUDSON BAY CO, 


Hon. Sir F, HINCKS moved that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow to consider the following resolu. 
tion :-—‘‘That it is expedient so to amend 
the Act respecting the loan for paying a 
certain sum to the Hudson Bay Company, 
34 Vic, cap. 3, as to provide that the in- 
terest at five per cent. per annum on any 
sum issued out of the Consolidated Fund of 
the United Kingdom, under the Imperial 
Act, respecting the said loan, shall rank 
equally with the principal sum as a, charge 
upon the Consolidated Revenue Fund of 
Canada, and that the investment and ac- 
cumulation ot the actual sums remitted for 
the Sinking Fund of the said loan shall be 
under the direction of the Treasury of the 
United Kingdom, 

The motion was adopted. 


—_— ee eee 


Det es, 


we Vee. = a ee Ve wee ae en ee 


913 


Ce TEL nN leet ie PONE RIE ee lor 


Canadian 
THE REPRESENTATION BILL. 
Hon. Sir JOHN MaCDONALD sstated 


- that he would introduce the bill respecting 


Representation in the House of Commons 
to-morrow afternoon. 


MARKING OF MERCHANDIZE, 


- On the motion of Hon. Sir JOHN MAC.~ 
DONALD. the bill relating to the fraudu- 
lent marking of merchandize was read a 
third time and passed. 


THE CANADA PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Upon the aext order being called, for 
concurrence on the amendments made in 


committee to the bill respecting the Can. 


ada Pacific Railway, 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Government had agreed to act upon the 
suggestion that had been made on the other 
side with regard to the frontage of the 
land grants and reservations along the line 
of the Railway; and also in regard to the 
deposit of ten per cent to be required 
from the company undertaking the work. 
It was proposed to amend the second sec- 
tion by providing that the deposit shall be 
placed in the hands of the Keceiver Gene. 
ral before any agreement is concluded be- 
tween the Government and the company, 
and shall remain in his hands until other- 
wise ordered by Parliament. The object 


of this amendment was to give the Gov- 


ernment power, at the end of four or five 
years, when the railway had so far advanced 
as to make its completion certain at an 
early day, to come before Parliament and 
ask leave to release the million deposit 
and pay it back to the company construct. 
ing the road. The money would be retain-~ 
ed, however, until Parliament released it 


in favor of the company, 


Mr. GIBBS asked why should not the 
words ‘*ten per cent.’’ in this clause be 
changed to $1,000,000, for the company 
with which the Government made an 
agreement might have a capital of more 
than ten millions in which case the deposit 
would be more than one million. 

Hon. Sir GEO. CARTIER said the com- 


_ pany, before the Government entered into 
an agreement with it, must have a capital 


of $10,000,000 at least, and it would be 
upon that basis that the agreement would 
be made, but there was nothing to prevent 
the company afterwards increasing its ca~ 
pital if it saw fit. 

Mr. GIBBS asked if the Government 
would pay interest upon the deposit of 
$1,000,000 during the time it remained on 
the hands of the Receiver General. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER—No, the 
Government would spend more than that 
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amount upon the surveys and other pre- 
liminary operations, the payment for 
which would have to be made by the com, 
pany, so that it was better to say nothing 
at all about interest. (Laughter.) Then 
he proposed to amend the third section 
by adding this proviso after the words 
‘Dominion lands,’’ provided that so far as 
it may be practicable none of such alter. 
nate blocks ot lands aforesaid shall be less 
than six miles, nor more than twelve miles 
in fronton the railway, and the blocks 
shall be so laid out that each block grant- 
ed to the company on the side of the rail- 
way shall be opposite another block of 
like width reserved for the Government 
on the other side of the railway.” The 
reason this amendment was proposed that 
in laying out the land the Government in- 
tended to adopt arule of making each 
township with a frontage of six miles on 
the ra.lway, as a block twenty miles square 
would be too large for one township, in 
such a great length of railway. It might 
be well, however, to have blocks of a great- 
er frontage than six miles and accordingly 
power was given to make them twelve 
miles in frontage or two townships. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT asked whether the 
rights of the Hudson Bay Company, as to 
the lands reserved for it by the Act trans« 
ferring the North West territory, would be 
affected. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said that 
no right of the company would be affected 
by the bill. 

Mr. MILLS asked whether the rectangu- 
lar system of surveys that had been adopt~ 
ed in Maniboba would be applied to these 
townships, and if so whether the base line 
would follow the line of the railway, for if 
not the railway might go diagonally across 
the lots and a greater frontage than six 
miles would therefore be required. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
general policy would be to adopt the rec- 
tangular system of survey as far as possi- 
ble, but it was not to be expected that the 
matter of detail would be rigidly settled at 
the outset. ‘That would be the general 
plan of the survey, but occasions might 
arise when there would be departures from 
1t, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that as the 
depth of land granted was twenty miles 
there would be two miles left after deduct- 
ing three townships of six miles each. 
What was to be done with those two miles ? 

Hon. Sir GEURGE CARTIER said the 
Government had thought of that, The 
Company would have to adopt the same 
system of survey as the Government, and 
that would leave strips of two miles at the 
rear of the blocks. They would have to 
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form gores the same as was the case in 
many partsof Ontario. Another amends 
ment he intended to propose was to add 
to the same clause, the 3rd, the following 
words, ‘‘ and fresh additional lands granted 
to the company, and reserved by the Gov: 
ernment, shall be laid out in alternate 
blocks on each side of a common front line, 
in like manner as the blocks granted and 
reserved along the line of railway.’’ This 
referred to the lands which might be grant- 
ed to the company elsewhere than on the 
line of railway. Then he proposed to 
amend the 15th clause by proposing that 
the ten per cent should remain in the 
hends of the Receiver General * until 
otherwise ordered by Parliament.’’ He 
then moved that the report be not concur. 
red in, but referred back to Committee of 
the Whole, with instructions tc make these 
amendments. 

Mr. GIBBS said that a deposit might be 
made by a company with which an agree. 
ment would be made by the Government. 
In that case, surely itwas not intended to 
retain the deposit without paying interest 
upon it until the authority of Parliament 
was Obtained to return it. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the objection was 
unanswerable. There must be provision 
for the return of the money immediately, 
in case no agreement should be made with 
the company by the Government. 

Mr.W ALLACE (Vancouver’s Island) sug- 
gested that Government securities might 
be received and repaid instead of money. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said that two or even 
more companies might each make a deposit 
of amillion, and yet an agreement might 
be made withonly one. The Government 
should take power, therefore, to pay back 
the money if no agreement was entered 
into, 

Hou. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Government would have no power under 
the bill to retain more than the one mile 
lion of the company with which an agree 
ment would be made. 

Hoa. Mr, ABBOTT proposed to add a few 
lines to the clauses, providing that if after 
placing the deposit in the hands of the 
Receiver General the company should not 
enter into an agreament with the Gov- 
ernment, the Gcvernor in Council would 
have power to return such sum. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said he 
had no objection to this being done. 

The motion was then carried, and the 
House again went into Committee on the 
bill, Mr. Cartwright in the chair. 

Mr. MILLS objected that if the town- 
ships were made only six miles square, it 
world prevent the introduction of the 
Canadian municipal system, and compel a 
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resort to the American agency system, 
which he considered much inferior to the 
representative system of this country: 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Government had adopted the plan of six 
mile townships advisedly. Emigrants 
coming from Europe were acquainted, even 
before they arrived, with the American 
system and understood that they could 
procure quarter sections of 160 acres each. 
It would be an advantage, therefore, if 
the Canadian agents could tell them that, 
while the soil was as good which could be 
offered to them in the Northawest, the size 
of the lots they would receive would be 
the same asin the United States. The 
plan was the same as had been adopted in 
Manitoba, and he did not think it would 
be well for the House to alter it. 


Mr. AMOS WRIGHT thought the prin- 
ciple of laying out alternate townships 
along the line of the railway was wrong. 
The American plan was to take alternate 
sections of 160 acres, and that he thought 
was calculated better to encourage settle- 
ment and promote the occupation of the 
country. He was sorry that the Govern- 
ment had departed from that rule, 


Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Government had considered that point 
and felt that it was not desirable to adopt 
the plan of laying out the land in alter- 
nate blocks of one hundred and sixty 
acres, for in that case the Government 
would have had to assume all the expense 
and trouble of making the survey in detail 
upon all the lands instead of the com- 
pany. 

Mr. MILLS insisted that townships 
thirty~six miles square would be so small 
that it would be too costly to introduce 
representative municipal institutions, and 
the people would thus be forced to adopt 
the American plan of agencies, which he 
considered very objectionable, He did 
not see why townshipsof sixty-four square 
miles, instead of thirty-six, should not be 
adopted, nor did he see that a large 
township would have any effect in decreas- 
ing emigration. The first and second 
amendments were then agreed to. 

Upon the question being put on the 
amendment tothe 15th clause. 


Mr. GIBBS asked whether the Governy 
ment would not accept the suggestion of 
the hon. member for Vancouver [sland 
and receive the deposit in Government 
securities of money, if the company wished 
to make it in that form. It might be that 
the company would sell the securities to 
raise money, and thenif an agreement 
was not mide with the Government, it 
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and perhaps suffer serious loss in the 
transaction. 

_ Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER agreed to 
the proposal, and the words “or Govern. 
ment securities,’’ were added. 

The Committee then rose and reported 
the amendments. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had 
several amendments to move, but he did 
not wish to proceed in such a thin House. 
He thought the subject should be allowed 
to stand over till after the recess for din- 
ner. 

Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER said he 
had no objections, and would defer moving 
concurrence in the report till after half. 


i Routine 


‘past seven. 


SAVINGS BANKS. 


Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved 
concurrence in the amendments made by 
the Senate in the bill to amend the Say- 
ings Bank Act.—-Carried: 


SUPPLY; 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved 
concurrence in the items of the estimates 
previously adopted in Committee of Sup« 
ply.—Carried. 


SHIPPING OFFICE, 


Hon. Dr. TUPPER moved the House 
_ into Committee to consider the resolution 
_. declaring it expedient to provile tor the 
appointment of a shipping office for sea 
men at Leach Port, in Nova Scotia, at 
which there is a custom house—Mr, Mills 
in the chair. 

The resolution was adopted, and read a 
first and second time; anda bill was in- 
troduced founded thereon, and read a 
first time. 


HALIFAX HARBOUR. 


Hon. Dr. [UPPER moved the House 
into Committee to consider the resolution 
declaring it expedient to provide for the 
appointment of a Harbour Master for the 
port of Halifax—Mr. Mills in the chair. 

The resolution was adopted, and a bill 
founded thereon was introduced and read 
a first time. 


EMIGRATION. 


Hon. Mr. POPE moved the second 
reading of the bill to provide for the in~ 
corporation of the Emigration Aid Society. 
—Carried, 

QUARANTINE, 


Hon. Mr, POPE moved the second read- 
ing of the Act relating to quarantine. 
—Carried. 
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The SPEAKER left the chair at 5.20)? 
the House agreeing to consider it 6 o'clock’ 


Business, 


AFTER RECESS, 
TORONTO CORN EXCHANGER. 


Mr. GIBBS, in the absence of Mr. 
BRATY, moved the second reading of 
the bill to incorparate the Toronto Corn 
Exchange Association.—Carried, 

The House went into committee on the 
bill, rose and reported. ‘Third reading 
to-morrow. 


AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 


Mr. COLBY moved the second reading 
of the bill to incorporate the Agricultural 
Insurance Company of Canada.—Carried. 

The House went into committee on the 
bill, rose and reported, and the bill was 
read a third time and passed. 


ACCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY, 


Mr. CARTER moved the second reading 
of the bill to incorporate the Accident In« 
surance Company of Canada,— Carried. 

The House went into committee on the 
bill, rose and reported, and the bill was 
read a third time and passed. 


BILLS ADVANCED, 


Mr. BARTHE moved the second reading 
of the bill to incorporate the Sorel Board 
of Trade.—Carried. 

The House went into Committee, rose 
and reported, and the bill was read a third 
time. : 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN moved the second 
reading of the bill to incorporate the Board 
of Trade of the Town of Levis.—Carried. 

The House went into Committee, rose 
and reported, and the bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. GIBSON moved the second reading 
ot the bill to incorporate the Missionary 


| Society of the Wesleyan Methodist Church 


in Canada.—Carried. 

The House went into Committee on the 
bill. 

Mr. MILLS said the House would exceed 
its power in passing this act. He could 
not understand upon what ground they 
could give the power to hold real estate. 
‘hey were not carrying out the principle 
of a federal union and were depriving the 
Local Legislatures of those powers which 
were necessary to give them that influence 
which every government should possess in 
order to produce the necessary prestige 
for the conduct of the attsirs of the couns 


try. 
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lion. Mr. WOUD said the question was, 
could they take property otherwise than 
in conformity with the civil lawof the 
several Provinces, He maintained that a 
company incorporated in the Province ot 
Quebec could do business in any other 
Province of the Dominion, and that it was 
entirely a wrong impression to suppose 
that more power was obtained by pro- 
curing a charter from the Dominion. He 
thought that the Minister of Justice 
should form an amendment to the third 
_Clause limiting the acquisition of property. 

Hon, SirJUHN MACDONALD replied 
that it would not be well at that moment 
to discuss so difficult a question as that 
opened by the member for Bothwell. ‘ihe 
principle of the bill. having been estab~ 
lithed that there might be a missionary 
society incorporated, having its missionary 
Operations in all parts of the country, 
they must come to the conclusion that it 
was necessary. In oraer to hold real 
estate the corporation must havea Domin 
ion existence. A missionary society incor. 
porated for Provisional purposes, could not 
hold real estate in any other Province 
than in that Province trom which it ob- 
tained its incorporation, ‘he argument 
drawn by his hon. friend opposite from 
the fact that foreign corporations wee 
acknowledged by the International Con- 
gress, did not come in there. No decisions 
went so far as to show that that foreign 
corporations could hold real estate in Eng- 
land, and therefore this corporation, hold 
lng property in the Dominion, must get 
power somewhere. It might be that this 
Parliament could incorporate this Mission. 
ary Society throughout the Dominion, 
and the Local Legislatures viving it powers 
to hold real estate. Before Contederation 
each Province could have passed 
this Act. When the British North 
American Act was passed, it was de. 
signed that the Wominion Parliament 
should have all the powers possessed 
by the difierent Provincial Legislatures 
beforethe Union. ‘he member for Both- 
well had drawn a comparison between the 
constitution of the ‘ ‘nited States and that 
of Canada. ‘he constitution of the form- 
er is this: very State has its own sover- 
elgn jurisdiction, with the exception of 
those special powers reserved to Cungress. 
If there was any power not specially ana 
expressly given to the United States by 
che Constitution, it belonged to the ditter. 
ent States. Our Constitution is just the 
reverse. All rights incidental to sover- 
eignty belong to the Dominion Parliament, 
except those powers which we cannot 
exercise so long as we are dependent upon 
Great Britain. This Parliament can do 
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whatever is necessary for the peace and 
welfare of the Dominion of Canada. 
Holding those views, it would be unwise 
to limit the clauses of the Act under dis- 
cussion. Until decided by the proper trix 
bunals, such questions would arise contin-~ 
ually, and the House must allow these 
charters to be asked torand granted. The 
applicants must be aware that they are 
taking them subject to the decision of the 
Courts. The question was surrounded 
with difficulty. lt was a matter of con- 
gratulation that they got on so many 
years with so litttle ditticulty. Until the 
courts had given their decision each case 
must rest on its merits. 

After some remarks from Mr. Mills, in 
which he differed from the views of the 
Minister of Justice as to the Constitution 
of the United States, the Committee rose 
and asked leave to sit again. 


CANADA PACIFIC RAILWAY, 


Hon. Sir GHURGE EK. CARTIER moved 
concurrence in the report of comunittee of 
the Whole on the Pacific Railway Bill. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKH—As he had intimated 
the other evening, he desired to take 
the sense of the House as to the route 
the railway should take from the south of 
Lake Nipissing. Hon. gentlemen oppos 
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site had stated that they had not suiti- - 


cient information betore them to enable 
them to determine which route should be 
adopted. He had thought that that was 
an argument in favour of postponing the 
matier, but he now intended to move, as 
away of meeting the difficulty that the 
Railway should pass, if practicable, by the 
south and west of Lake Nipising: The in. 
formation before the House pointed to an 
intention of taking the road by the east 
and north. lt was the route the Chiat 
Engineer had laid down in the first in- 
stance, without having made a survey in 
the other direction at all. Under these 
circumstances, and believing as he did, 
that the Province of Ontario would sufter 
materially unless every exertion was 
made to bring the road by the south and 
west, he would move an amendment to 
the the first clause to the effect ‘“ that the 
railway be constructed by the south and 
west of Lake Nipissing, if found to be 
practicable.” 

Hon. Mr. HULTUN «sked whether the 
hon. member for West Durham was pre-~ 
pared to make any statement as to the 
distance of the route which he advised. it 
might be thought that route would be the 
nearest to Lake Ontario, but the question 
was whether it was the shortest route, 

Hon, Mr. BLAKE was not prepared to 
give an opinion on it, but from what he had 
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_ gathered during the discussion of the ques- 
tion, he did not think that the road would 
_ beappreciably lengthened by adopting the 
western route. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said that 
the proposition of the hon. member was 
met by the reply that they did not know 
enough at present to bind themselves that 
the Railway should pass between Lake 
Nipissing and the Georgian Bay, because it 
was the short and long of the proposition 
that it should pass 
that way. In stating on the measure that 
the terminus should be on the south shore 
he thought that the Government had 
done enough. If it was found to be more 
_ advantageous to the Dominion that the 
line should run by the north east, that 
route would be adopted. But the hon. 
member would like that the north should 
not have any chance at all for that reason P 
and in the absence of information that it 
was impossible to pass between Lake Ni- 
pissing and the Georgian Bay, he thought 
it would be wrong in this House: to say 
which route should be adopted. The hon. 
member for Ottawa had expressed fears 
_ that the north shore would not have a 
_ chance; but he (sir G. Cartier) would say 
that the north would have a chance if it 
was found to be the best route to the 
south shore of Lake Nipissing. 
{ The amendment was then put and lost. 
_ Yeas, 51; nays, 91. 
Dr. GRANT said he had mistaken the 


_ nature of the amendment of the hon. 


- member for West Durham and desired to 
_ change his vote. 

_ The SPEAKER said that the hon. gen. 
_ tleman could not do so now, but could 
_ Move to-morrow to amend the journals, 

_ __ Hon. Mr, DORION thought the quastion 
_ of the terminus ought to be determined 
_ in the interest of the whole Dominion. It 
_ should be selected so as to make it the 


_ cheapest route across the country, and in 


_ his opinion an eastern terminus should be 


- selected. He therefore moved that the 


_) Bill be amended for the purpose of pros 
_ viding “that the eastern terminus of the 
_| Pacific Railway shall be at some point west 
| of the Ottawa River, as shall be found to 
| afford the shortest practicable route from 
| the Pacific ocean to such eastern terminus, 
| and not as provided by the Bill at some 
point south of Lake I ipissing. 

A MEMBER --It might be to the west of 
_ Lake Nipissing. 
__ Hon, Mr, DORION—Certainly, if it were 
_ found to be the shortest route. 
_ Sir A. T, GAL would have preferred, 
_ in the absence of definite information, to 
have left the matter in the hands of the 
_ Government. The proposition to make 
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the terminus at some point west of the 
Ottawa River, considering the extent of 
that river, was véry indefinite, 

Hon, Mr. McDOUGALL said that there 
was no doubt that it was important that 
the Pacific Railway should connect with 
our railway system by the shortest possi~ 
ble route; but that at the same time it 
should not be the only consideration, as i‘ 
was Of paramount importance that the set- 
tled portions of the country should be 
considered, so as to afford accommodation 
to;the population. He had regretted that 
the member for West Durham should 
have made his motion after the explana- 
nation made by the Government, as it 
might be inferred that the House voted 
against the western route. But should 
the motion of the hon. member for Ho- 
chelaga be voted down, which favored the 
northern route, it would begapparent that 
the Government and the House were de. 
sirous of selecting the route best suited to 
the interests of the Dominion generally. 
(Hear, hear.) 

The amendment was then put to a vote 
and lost—yeas, 15; nays, 125. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE having con. 
demned the large powers granted by the 
Bill to the Government, moved, seconded 
by Mr. Holton, ‘that the bill be commits 
ted, with instructions to amend such sec~ 
tions as gave to the Governor in Council 
the power to grant to a railway company 
a Charter possessing the authority and va. 
lidity of an Act of the Legislature, and 
also such sections as confer upon the Go. 
vernor in Council authority to change the 
Act of Parliament by expunging therefrom 
all such provisions as the granting of such 
powers to the Executive as would be an 
abrogation by Parliament of its proper 
functions, and involve the introduction 
into our political system of a principle 
at variance with Parliamentary Govern- 
ment.’’ 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER hoped that 
the House would not be carried by the 
bugbear of invasion of Parliamentary 
rights by that ‘great institution,” the 
Governor-in~-Council. The Governor-in. 
Council was a “ great institution’ in their 
hands, because it had been always wisely, 
prudently, and economically adminis- 
tered, 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON having made some 
remarks about the way in which Mr. Reekie 
and his friends had been ruled out in the 
Railway Committee, ; 

Hon. Sir A. {. GALT said that he could 
not see the force of the argument of the 
member for Chatauguay. lt was simply 
that certain gentlemen did not give a pro~ 
per notice. ‘The petition here came be- 
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fore the House and hai not been pro: 
nounced ou, and if the gentlemen in ques- 
tion should prove to be the most compe- 
tent to carry on the work, he thought it 
would be contrary to the public interest 
that they should be shut out altogether. 
Most unquestionably the principle of the 
measure should commend itself to the 
House. If it were rejected the effect 
would be that one or two companies who 
had given proper notice would be the 
only ones with which the Government 
could deal. The Government ought to 
have their hands unfettered, and he con- 
curred. with the argument of the Minister 
of Militia that the power sought was no 
abrogation of the right of Parliament. 
The question might be larger but the 
principle was the same as in charter3 to 
manuracturing companies. He contended 
that any charter would be subject to the 
present Act, and as to interference with 
private rights, he believed that the amend~ 
ments which had been made and assented 
to by the Government were almost, with~ 
out exception, in the direction of creating 
difficulties in the way of carrying out the 
undertaking. He believed the time allow- 
ed for the construction was too short, but 
Parliament had decided the matter, and 
the Government ought to carry out the 
work in the best way possible. In his 
judgment the work could not be done in 
the time specified unless great powers 
were given to the Government, for the 
exercise of which powers they would of 
course be held to a strict account. He 
would vote against the present amend-~ 
ment, or any other which would tend to 
restrain free action of the Government, 
without which he did not believe the work 
could be carried out. 

Hon. Mr. WOOD agreed with the re- 


marks of the hon. member for Sherbrooke. ° 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
objection taken to the Government mea 
sure by the hon. member for Sherbrooke 
and the hon. member for Brant were in 
quite a contrary direction to those taken 
by the mover of the amendment. The 
member for Lambton objected altogether 
to the measure because it granted the 
Governor-in Council too much power. The 
hon, member for Sherbrooke said that it 
did not grant power enough, that the Go- 
vernment had introduced restrictions in 
their measure which would interfere with 
the progression of the work. He confess- 
ed that there was a great deal in what the 
hon. member for Sherbrooke had said. 
He thought, as Parliament had left to the 
Government the power of selecting the 
Company who were to build the road, it 
would have been as well if they had left 
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them to make such arrangements as would 
ensure the construction of the road as 
early as possible, But the Government 
had yielded to Parliament on that point, 
from the desire that it should not be sup. 
posed that the Government were asking 
more power than Parliament was willing 
td give them. He did not think, however, 
that the objection would be fatal to the 
success of the enterprise. He took it that 
the Company would be composed of men 
that the Government of the day believed 
to be solvent, honourable men, who would 
undertake the work with bona fide means 
to commence and complete it. He did 
nut consider that any usurpation or claim 
of unusual powers had been made. In the 
first place, Parliament had decided to build 
the railway. Whereit should begin and 
where end, how much assistance in money 
and lands, and all that, was left to the 
Government to decide, and it was a matter 
of necessity, as the hon. member for Sher- 
brooke had shown, to select the men to 
carry cut the work without delay. The 
terms were there, and all the Government 
asked was simply to have the selection of 
the company. © [he reason they asked for 
this power was in order that the pledge 
given to Britisn Columbia might be car< 
ried out, | 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought that 
undue haste in this matter nad given rise 
to this kind of legislation and he was a 
little surprised that the Minister of Justice 
had endeavored to defend it. Having 
made some further remarks, 

Mr. FERGUSON said he thought the 
House would see clearly that the argu- 
ments of the hon. gentleman who had just 
taken his seat were entirely based upon 
supposition. He believed that it was the 
hearty desire of the Government to deal 
fairly and honestly with the two compa- 
nies offering to build the railway, and it 
was Only just that the Government should 
have the power to take the contract out 
of their hands if they did not comply with 
its provisions, He would preter leaving it 
in the hands of the Government to settle 
the matter rather than to the decision of 
the House. They had bad suflicient evi- 
dence in Untario to prove that Dringing 
such a matter before Parliament was no- 
thing but a mockery. 

Mr. THOMPSON (B. ©.) was present 
some three months ago when tie Legisla~ 
ture of Untario voted two million dollars 
to railways, and could endorse the states 
ment of the hon. gentleman who had just 
sat down that the process was a farce. The 
matter was brought down shortly before 
prorogation and pushed through without 
time being given for consideration. He 
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thought it much safer to leave the money 
_. in the hands of the Government. He hoped 

_ the House would look upon the construc- 
__ tion of the road as a national necessity, and 
push it forward to completion without 
delay. A good deal had been said about 
the grades of the Canadian Pacific, and he 
could state that the elevation ot the Lea. 
ther Head Pass was 3,760 feet, that of the 
Union Pacific Railway 8 260, and that of 
' the Central Pacific 7,042 feet, the grades 
_ of the Central Pacific being as much as 
664 feet to the mile in places. He would 
vote against the amendment of the mem- 
ber for Lambton. 

Hon. Mr. Mackenzie’s amendment was 
then lost on division— Yeas, 52. nays, 98. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE then moved in 
amendment ‘that the report be not re. 
ceived, but referred back to Committee of 
the Whole, with instructions that actual 
settlers may enter upon any unsold or un- 
Occupied lands, either in the possession of 
the Company or the Government, on the 
terms and conditions to be arranged by Par- 
liament, and further to provide that nothing 
shall be made to prevent the setting apart 
of the alternate blocks of land retained by 
the Government for free grants to actual 
settlers.’’ 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD under. 
stood that the hon. gentleman opposite 
had opposed the measure upon the ground 
that it was an undertaking far beyond 
their means, and he had evidently resolved 
to prove his words by depriving Canada of 
every possible source of assistance towards 
building the road. In the first place the 
_ line had to be built, and in the second 
_ place they were endeavoring to build it by 
a comparatively moderate grant of money, 
_ quite within the resources of the country, 


if they could supplement that money 


grant by a grantofland. The amendment 
struck at the most vital portion of the 
- scheme, and destroyed every possibi« 
lity of making arrangements with any 
company. 

Hon. Mr, Young, Hon. Mr. Mackenzie, 
Hon. Sir A. T. Galt and Hon. Sir George 
E. Cartier having spoken, a vote was taken 
as follows:—Yeas, 38; nays, 102, 

After some objection by Hon. Mr. Wood, 
which was ridiculed by Hon. Mr. Holton, 
the House adjourned at 2:15. 


Orrawa, Saturday, June 1, 1872. 


House opened at 1:40, having been sit- 
ting with closed doors. 


MISTAKE IN VOTING. 
Dr. GRANT called attention to the vcte 
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given by him in error last night 6n Mr. 
Blake’s amendment to the Pacifie Railway 
Bill, and, with the permission of the House, 
desired to have that vote changed. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the proper 
course was to have an entry made on the 
Journals that such an application had 
been made. That course had been 
adopted on a previous occasion, 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACD NALD thought 
this was the proper course, in which Mr. 
Speaker concurred. 


THE REPRESENTATION BILL, 


Hon.Sir JOON MASDONALD then intro- 
duced the bill to re-adjust the represen 
tation and said: I rise to introduce the 
bill to re adjust the representation at the 
House of Commons pursuant to the prox 
visions of the British North America Act, 
and in consequence of the results of the 
census taken in 1871. Asit is known, the 
Union Act provides that there shall be a 
re-adjustment of the rep esentation in this 
House on the completion of every decen- 
nial census, according to a scale therein 
fixed. Thus, supposing Lower Canada 
should, with its population, have sixty-five 
members, thena proportionate increase or 
decrease is to be meted out to the other 
Provinces, according to the plan and scale 


laid down in that Act. Under the 
census, as taken, it appears that 
Ontario, if Quebec keeps, as is con 


templated, ite original number of sixty- 
five members, will have a right to an ad- 
dition of six members; Nova Scotia of two, 
and New Brunswick of one, the Provinces 
of Manitoba and British Columbia remain: — 
ing as fixed by the arrangements made at 
the time of their coming into the Union 
until the next decennial census of 1881. 
The Union Act provides that there is to be 
a re-adjustment of the representation on 
the completion of each decennial census. 
The House will therefore for the next ten 
years be composed of two hundred mem-~ 
bers—eighty-eight from Ontario, sixty tive 
from Quebec, twenty-one from Nova Scotia, 
fifteen from New Brunswick, four from Man- 
itoba, and six from British Columbia. In 
determining the mode of distributing the 
new seats, the Government took into con. 
sideration the principles which have guided 
the establishment of the elective system In 
the Provinces ever since they have been 
Provinces; and it will be found that, in 
them all, while the principle of population 
was considered toa very great extent, other 
considerations were also held to have 
weight; so th different interests, classes 
and localities should be fairly represented, 
that the principle of numbers should not 
be the only one. This was established in 
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1791 with respect to the Provinces of 
Upper and Lower Canada, where there 
were certain proportions of rural consti- 
tuencies established, anda certain number 
of counties, so that the agricultural popus 
lation might be represented and also the 
manufacturing and commercial and town 
populations. In 1841 when the Provinces 
of Upper and Lower Canada were re-united, 
the same principle was carried out, and on 
the increase of members to 1380, which 
took place during the time that the Pro» 
vinces were united, each Province having 
sixtyxfive members, Untario was provided 
with fifty-six representatives of Counties 
and Ridings, and nine representatives of 
Cities and Boroughs. In 1867, when the 
number of representatives in the House 
of Commons was inereased from sixty-five 
to eighty-two, the increase was given 
altogether to the rural constituencies. It 
is proposed in the pregent readjustment to 
pay regard in the distribution to 
manufacturing as well as agricultural 
interests, and therefore of those which 
will be added to Ontario it is proposed to 
divide them equally, three to agri- 
cultural constituenctes and three to 
city constituencies. It is proposed to 
give Toronto three members instead of 
two, and Hamilton and Ottawa each one 
additional. Toronto has « population of 
56,092; so that, on every principle of 
population, considering as well its great 
increase in manufacturing and commercial 
interests, Toronto has in every way a claim 
to increased representation. Hamilton 
also is a large and rising city, and is more 
peculiarly, perhaps, even than Toronto, 
the seat of the manufacturing interests in 
the west. The population of Hamilton is 
26,716, which would give 13,358 for each 
member, being more than the average of 
counties in Western Canada. Uttawa 1s 
not quite so large, the population being 
21,545, and it might well have been 
postponed if it were not for two consider- 
ations: first,—the manufacturing interest 
and the increasing size of the town: and 
in the second place a consideration of 
locality The Ottawa section of country, 
with the single exception of this one 
addition to its representation, remains as 
it was; all the other members are given to 
Toronto and places north and west of 
Toronto, so that it is considered but right 
that of the six new members one should 
be given to she Eastern portion of Ontario. 
All those counties in the east, with a 
single exception, are smail, and cannot be 
subdivided, and theretore it was thought 
well that Ottawa should have this addi« 
tional member, especially as it would be 
carrying out the principle of giving some 
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addition to tho manufacturing and coms 
mercial interests of Ontario. With res- 
pect to the rural constituencies the desire 
of the Government has been to preserve 
the representation for counties and sub« 
divisioas of counties as much as possible. 
It is considered objectionable to make re- 
presentation a mere geographical term. 
(Hear, hear.) It is desired, as much as 
possible, to keep the representation within 
the county, so that each county that is a 
municipality of Ontario should be repre - 
sented, and if it becomes large enough, 
that it should be divided into Ridings, — 
that principle is carried out in the sug. 
gestions [ am about tomake. That rule 
was broken in 1867 in three constituencies, 
viz., Bothwell, Cardwell, and Monk ; and 
I do not think, on the whole, that the 


experiment has proved a successful one. ~ 


I do not think it was unsuccessful as far 
as the representatives of those new conx 
stituencies themselves were concerned, as 
they are well and ably represented by the 
gentlemen who now hold seats for the 
constituencies; and I hope that if I am 
returned again to the next Parliament I 
shall meet those hon. members. But it is 
obvious that there is a great advantage in 
having counties elect men whom they 
know. Our municipal system gives an 
admirable opportunity to constituencies 
to select men for their deserts. We all 
know the process which happily goes on 
in Western Canada. A young man ina 
county commences his public life by being 
elected by the neighbours who know him 
to the Township Council. If he shows 
himself possegsed of administrative ability 
he is made Reeve or Deputy Reeve of his 
county. He becomes a member of the 
County Council. and as his experience 
increases and his character and abilities 
become known, he is selected by his 
people as their representative in Parlia« 
ment Itis, [think a grand system that 
the people of «Janada should have the 
opportunity of choosing for political pro- 
motion tne men in whom they have most 
confidence and of whose abilities they are 
fully assured. All that great advantage 
is lost by cutting off a portion of two 
several counties and adding them together 
for electoral purposes only. Those por- 
tions so cut off have no common interest : 
they do not meet together, and they have 
no common feeling except that once in five 
years they go to the polls in their own town. 
ship to vote for a man who may be known in 
One section and notinanother. This tends 
towards the introduction and developes 
ment of the American system of caucusses, 
by which wire-pullers take adventures for 
their political ability only, and not from 
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any personal respect for them. So that, 
as much as possible, from any point of 
view, it is advi-able that counties should 
refuse men whom they do not know, and 
when the representation is increased it 
should be by sub-dividing the counties into 
Ridings. Acting upon this principle it 
the House to 
give Huron, which has now two represen. 
tatives in this House, an additional one. 
It has 1 population of 65,165, and it is 
proposed to subsdivide it into three Rid~ 
ings, giving a population to each as follows: 
—North Hiding, 12,862; Centre Riding, 
22,791; South Riding, 21,512. It is pros 
posed also to divide Grey, which has a 
population of 59,395, into three constitu- 
encies, North, East and South Ridings, 
containing severally, 18,580, 22,193, and 
18,622 inhabitants. There is only one con- 
stituency more to be given to Ontario, 
and, after full consideration, it has been 
thought well to carry out the priaciple 
that was initiated by giving representation 
to Algoma—a new country just opened for 
settlement and almost beyond the ken or 
protection of the law—in order to give 
confidence to settlers going there. The 
proposition was sanctioned by Parliament, 
and it has proved successful. It is pro- 
pesed, therefore, to give Muskoka District, 
and the District of Nipissing and part ot 
_ Simcoe a member ; and it will involve the 
necessity of giving those portions of Mus. 
koka special practice in the same way as 
Algoma. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE.—The hon. gentleman 
does not state the number of the popu- 
lation of Muskoka. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDUNALD.—The 
population of Muskcka proper and Nip~ 
pissing and Parry Sound is upwards of 
8,000; but as regards the part of Simcoe 
to be included, the government are not yet 
in a position to state their views, that is 
as to the precise portion of North 
Simcoe which shall be added to 
make the constituency. It is proposed 
then that the six members shall be as fol- 
lows :—an additional member for Hamil- 
ton, Grey, Toronto, Huron and Ottawa, 
aud a member for Muskoka, It is pro- 
posed to take the opportunity, in bringing 
down this Bill, of re-adjusting the repre - 
sentation in the counties of Haldimand 
and Monck (hear, hear, from Hon. Mr. 
Blake,) by taking the township of Dunn 
from Haldimand and adding it to Monck. 
_ The population of Haldimand at present 

- is 20.091, that of Monck is 15,130. By 
adding the township of Dunn it diminishes 
Halditand to 19,042, and increases Monck 
to 16,179, being an approximation towards 
equalization, It is also proposed to re- 
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adjust the Ridings of Wellington. As 
they now stand they are very unequally 
divided—South Wellington ‘contains a 
population of 14,347; Centre Wellington 
24,459 ; and North Wellington, 24,484, It 
1s proposed to re-adjust that representa. 
tion by making South Wellington 23,432 ; 
Centre, 21, 118, and North. 18,740, being 
a close approximation to an equalization 
of the Ridings. This is all the re-adjustment 
that we propose for Ontario. In Nova Scotia 
it is proposed to give the counties of Cape 
Briton and Pictou each two members. In 
New Brunswick the city and county of St. 
John, as now existing, is also to have two 
members. 1 omitted to state that it is not 
intended to divide either Ottawa or 
Hamilton. Although we have adopted in 
old Canada the principle of electoral 
divisions, it has not been considered in 
England, a proper mode of representation, 
inasmuch as it so completely excludes 
minorities, and in some constituencies in 
England they have introduced the system 
which we now propose, for the purpose of 
protecting minorities. It is therefore 
proposed that Hamilton shall return two 
members and that the city shall not be 
divided. 
Hon. Mr. 
ronto? 
Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD—Toronto 
having been divided into sections, the 
sectional principle has been continued 
there. The division of Toronto is this: 
St. David and St. Lawrence wards will form 
the Eastern division; St. John and St. 
James the Centre, and St. Andrew, St. 
George and St. Patrick the Western divi- 
sion. In the Province of Quebec there is 
to be, of course, no increase in the num- 
ber of representatives, but it is proposed 
to readjust the representation of Montreal. 
Any one on looking at the census will see 
that, while East and West Montreal em- 
brace large populations; Centre Montreal 
is exceedingly small, and out of all 
proportion to the others. It is proposed 
therefore tore-divids the city as follows: 
—Montreal West to consist of the wards as 
at present constituted, of St. Antoine and 
St. Lawrence; Montreal Centre, of St. 
Anne, west, centre and east wards, as at 
present constituted; and Montreal Hast, 
of St. Louis, St. James and St. Mary’s 
Wards. Itis also proposed to add the 
Pa:ish of St. Felix to the County of Que- 
bee for electoral purposes. With these 
remarks, Mr. Speaker, I beg to move the 
first reading of the -bill. 
Mr. ROSS (of Wellington) asked what 
was the proposed divi-ion of Wellington ? 
Hon. Sr JOHN MACDONALD -It is 
proposed that the North Riding shall 


HOLTON—How about To- 
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consist of Mayborough, Minto, Arthur, 
Mount Forest, Luther and Amaranth, 
having a total population of 18,740. The 
Centre Riding to consist of Pilkington, 
Elora, Nichol, Fergus, Garafraxa West and 
Hast, Orangeville and Peel, with a popula. 
tion of 21,118. South Wellington to con- 
sist of Puslinch, Guelph i ownship, Guelph, 
Hramosa and Erin, with a population of 
23,432. 

Mr. CAMERON (of Huron) wished to 
know the proposed division of Huron. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD—The 
North Riding of Huron is to consist of 
Howick, Ashfield, West Wawonosh, 
East Wawonosh, Morris, and ‘Turn- 
berry, with a population 
862. Centre Riding,—Colborne Hullett, 
McKillop, Tuckersmith, Grey, Town of 
Goderich, and Village of Seaforth; popu. 
latian 22,791. South Riding— Goderich 
Township, Stanley, Hay, Stephen, Us- 
borne and Clinton village; 21,512, 

In reply to Mr. STIRTON—Hon. Sir 
JOHN MACDONALD stated that Grey 
would be divided as follows :—North 
Holland, Sullivan, Sydenham, Owen 
Sound, Derby, Sarawak, Keppel: with a 
population of 18,380. East Riding—Pro. 
ton, Melancthon, Osprey, Artemesia, 
Collingwood, EKuphrasia and St. Vincent ; 
population 22,193. South Riding—Nor. 
manby, Egremont, Bentinck and Glenelg, 
18,622. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE did not intend to 
discuss the details, but agreed that the 
principle of the division of the counties 
adopted was judicious, making the electo- 
ral divisions conterminous with the 
counties. He agreed that it was not well 
to urge the doctrine of representation by 
population too far, although it should be 
regarded as far as possible. He objected 
to the position laid down as to manufac. 
turing interests being specially provided 
for. The counties in Ontario had large 
manufacturing interests among them, 
many of which he enumerated, and he 
denied that cities should be specially 
regarded as representing manufacturing 
interests. From that point of view he 
confessed that the principle on which the 
constitution was framed was overlooked 
in the distribution of the seats as proposed 
by the bill before the House. It was the 
increased population which should have 
the increased representation. 1t was by 
that increase the six members were given 
to Ontario, and he could not help teeling 
that the Government must go further 
than they had gone to satisfy the country, 
He believed there were some constituen. 
Cles as small as any in British Vo!umbia ; 
Niagara and Cornw il being insta:ces. 
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The latter was in the County of Stormont, 
which had 18,000 people altogether, which 
was divided into the town of Cornwall, 
7,000, and Stormont, 11,000, These 
anomalies ought to be got rid of. As to 
the provisions for representing manufac- 
turing interests, Halifax, in Nova Scotia was 
entitled to another member, but in Nova 
Scotia the rural constituencies had alone 
been regarded. He denied that manufac- 
tures were represented only by members 
representing cities. Montreal was repre. 
sented not merely by hon. members, but 
by those who hailed from that city and 
represented other constituencies. So was 
Toronto and instead of having too little 
weight these cities were charged with 


having too great influence in the Legisla- 


ture. The principle of representation by 
population had been practically disregard. 
ed, the changes having been made evi- 
dently chiefly for political reasons, and he 
was not surprised that the bill had been 
brought down at this late stage of the 
session when there was scarcely time to 
discuss it. In these few remarks he had 
merely spoken for himself and would 
reserve further observations for another 
stage of the discussion. 

Mr. WORKMAN was surprised at the 
changes made in Montreal. He had heard 
that changes were proposed in the division 
he represented, which division, by the 
census, did not show the actual number 
of voters. He had heard that St. Lawrence 
Ward was to be added to the Centre 
Division, but the addition of St. Anne’s 
Ward formed a most unnatural arrange~ 
ment, That ward contained more than 
the whole pspulation of Ottawa, and he 
was at a loss to imagine why he was to be 
honoured by so large an addition to his 
constituency. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIRKR said at no 
very distant day they would have to take 
into consideration a change in the con- 
stituencies, perhaps before the next 
census. What they were now taking into 
consideration was a more equitable repre— 
sentation of the :Protestant population of 
Montreal. Montreal Centre contained a 
majority of Protestants. The Protestant 
vote was increasing in the St. Antoine and 
St. Lawrence Wards. With regard to the 
latter ward, it was now almost entirely 
settled, but there was a great deal to be 
settled in St. Antoine Ward. By the last 
census it was shown that the inhabitants 
of St. Antoine had increased since the 
census Of 1861, when it was 17,000 to 24,- 
000. In the last few years, too, nearly all 
the Protestant churches had been remov~ 
ed to these wards; indeed the only Pro- 
testant church which remained in the city 
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proper, was the St. James Street Wesleyan 
_ Methodist Church. In considering the 
 re-adjustment of the representation of 
- Montreal it became necessary to take into 
account what was ‘called the * English. 
speaking’ population, composed of Irish 
Catholics and Protestants; and the Pro- 
testant population, by the division now 


submitted, would be the stronger and 


more influential, in Montreal West, as 
composed of the St. Lawrence and St. 
Antoine Wards. In these wards too, he 
might mention, the Protestant influence 
With regard to the 
Irish vote, it remained strongest in the St. 
Anun’s Ward. The number of votes, as it 
was proposed to arrange it in the West 
Ward, would be about 9,000. With respect 
to Montreal Centre, he admitted that it 
was not fairly represented as it now stood. 
The bankers and people of wealth who 
had formerly inhabited Montreal Centre, 
had gone for the most part into the sub- 
urban wards to live; and its inhabitants 
were now for the most part composed of 
care-takers and watchmen in warehouses, 
and the tavern-keepers, who lived near 
the large markets. A large portion of the 
merchants had their offices there, as had 
also the brokers, lawyers, &c., but altoge~ 
ther the number of votes amounted to but 
2,100. This information he had obtained 
from the voters’ lists prepared by the 
Otticials of the city, on which the voting 
- would take place at the next general elec- 
tions. Since the representation had last 
been adjusted, the commercial men of in- 


4 fluence had removed from the Centre 


Ward to St. Lawrence and St. Antoine 
Ward , but by the proposition now made 
its Centre Ward would have about 25,000 
inhabitants. Montreal East would remain 
as it is for the present. It had a popula- 
tion of 45,000 to 46,000, of which not less 
than 35,000 were French Canadians. As to 
the vote, in adding the present Montreal 
Centre to St.Ann’sWard,it would give about 
6,000 votes. In putting St. Lawrence and St. 
Antoine together it would give 6,014 votes, 
and Montreal East would have 7,500 votes. 
But, as he had stated, it might perhaps 
be necessary ere long to re-adjut the divi- 
sions in Montreal, as every one knew that 
the proposition to enlarge the city limits 
was now being discussed in the City Coun- 
cil. He then referred to the population 
of Hochelaga, and said at some future 
time it might be proper to add Cote St. 
Paul to Montreal Centre, and the /anner- 
ies to Montreal West, and then a part of 
Montreal East might be added to Hoche- 
laga, Vhe present arrangement would, 
however, operate as follows with regard to 
votes, 
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Montreal Centre... .5,986 votes. 

ms West..... 6,014 

‘i Hast..’....7,500 9 & 
The member for Montreal Centre sug- 
gested that St. Lawrence Ward skould 
have been added to Montreal Centre, but 
that would not have been a fair division, 
as the votes for that division would then 
only have been 4,500. Then if a part of 
the French Canadians had been added to 
that division, the English speaking voters 
would have complained that it was intend- 
ed to swamp them, and in addition he 
(Sir George) liked to keep his own child. 
ren. 

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) desired to take 
the first opportunity to protest against 
the outrageous propositions of the Bill. 
If other subdivisions were anything like 
that proposed in the County of Huron, 
they were most outrageous. The ridings 
ought to have been made as compact as 
possible, instead of which the very reverse 
was the case. Another object should be 
that the Townships forming a Kiding 
should be contiguous. This again was not 
the case, tor Townships were taken out of 
the middle of Ridings and put in others, 
This, he believed, to have been done in 
order to operate against him (Mr. Camex 
ron), and it seemed thatthe Minister of 
Justice refused to make a fair and just 
division of the County. He could come 
to no other conclusion than the friends of 
the Government had brought pressure to 
induce them to commit a gross outrage. 

Mr. STIRTON complained of the divi- 
sion of the County of Wellington, and be- 
lieved it had been brought about by the 
pressure at the hands of the friends of 
the Government, ‘wo rural Townships 
were attached to a manufacturing commus 
nity in a most unfair way. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
believed the House generally agreed with 
him that the county organization should 
be preserved as much as possible. He 
had observed this principle, and no county 
in Ontario had been split up. It was in- 
tended that the Bill should not destroy 
any constituency now existing. If the 
matter were done de novo, he coulc not 
say that Niagara or Cornwall would have a 
member, but they were established in 
1791, and on a subsequent occasion, SO 
averse was the Government of the day, 
(the Baldwin-Lafontaine) to extinguish 
them, that they attached to them the 
townships immediately adjoining, so as to 
justify their continuing to have a repres 
sentative. This principle was one that 
obtained in England, and a constituency 
was seldom destroyed that had not by 
bribery or corruption or some other means 
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measure would be found a good one. 
Huron and Grey were among the largest 


counties in Ontario, and were entitled to 


the members assigned them, as also were 
the cities of Toronto and Hamilton from 
the number of voters they comprised. In 


England every Reform bill, from that of 


1830 to that of 1865, had tended to in- 
crease the representation to the manu- 


facturing portions of the county; so that 


at the present moment, of the 658 members 
composing the House of Commons of En- 
gland, 402 represented cities and Boroughs, 
and only 256 represented rurai constituen- 
cies; and yet the member for West Durs 
ham objected to the number of manus 
facturing constituencies in Ontario being 
increased from nine to twelve. The mem. 
ber for Huron objected to the div:sion 
made of his county. That division might 
not be convenient to him, but it met the 
principle which he and the member for 
West Durham had both advocated, it very 
nearly adjusted the representatihn te nu- 
merical equality. The number of voters 
in North Huron would be 21,862, in South 
fiuron, 21,512 end in Centre Huron, 22,- 
792. ihe House would therefore see now 
neatly numerical equality was attained, 
and the member tor Huron would find, 
on examination, that the townships in the 
different divisions lay side by side, 

Mr, CAMERON asked whether Tucker- 
smith and Goderich were side by side, 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDUNALD main. 
tained that the Jay of the Townships in the 
ditterent divisions was continuous, and it 
there was an equality of population the 
hon. gentleman could not charge the Gov- 
ernment with acting against him. As tothe 
complaints of the member for Wellington, 
that member had a little pocket borough 
of his own of 14,000, while the other two 
divisions contained 24,(00 each. 

Mr. STI: TON said in 1865 the hon. gen- 
tleman proposed to make the borough still 
smaller. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
hon. gentleman knew well that his borough 
was formed by the Reform party, Mr. Fer- 
guson Blair wishing to retain it in his favor 
for all time to come. Under the present 
arrangement the division of population was 
nearly equalized. The numbers in the 
three divisions would be 18,741, 21,818 and 
23,432 respectively. ‘Che hon. gentleman 
admitted that he was sate under the new 
urangement, and also that the liberal par 
ty was sate throughout the country, and 
therefure he did not think he need com- 
plain. If the hon gentleman admittedthat 
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he was safe and that his party was safe, it 
was clear that, out of his own mouth, 
the division had not been actuated by poli- 
tical feeling. 

Mr. CARL WRIGHT asked in what par- 
ticular way the minorities of Ottawa and 
Hamilton were to have a chance. He be- 
lieved a well-considered system of minority 
representation deserved all consideration. 
He regretted that some such system was 
not to be introduced. 


Hon. Mr. DORION referred to the divia 
sion of the city of Montreal. He did not 
wish to complain, as he should leave that 
to the members for that city; but previous- 
ly the object was to give the mercantile 
community a vote, now nothing was t> be 
considered but population. Under the 
present division there was no Montreal 
Centre, it would be West, and the present 
Montreal Centre would be a misnomer ; it 
would be Montreal North. The present 
division was a mere burlesque on the 
speeches of the leaders of the Government 
on the former division. He suggested that 
Point St. Charles should be added to Mon- 
treal Centre, and said that he was sure that 
neither he nor any future member for 
Hochelaga would be sorry to lose the 
Grand Trunk votes, which were always 
given in the way directed by their supe- 
riors, while the member for Montreal Cen- 
tre might be glad to obtain those votes. 
He suggested a new naming of the divis 
sions, and said the present plan was an 
entire contradiction to the principle pre- 
viously advocated. 


Mr. BOLLON regretted that the Gov- 
ernment had not attempted to remove 
some anomalies in New Brunswick. In the 
House there was one member representing 
five tnousand, and others thirty thousand. 
If the matter was not dealt with now it 
wouid stand for five years. 


Mr. MAGILL did not think it possible 
that any such scheme could give universal 
satisfaction, but he maintained tie present 
scheme could not fail to be considered 
fair and just in every way. He was pleased 
to find that it gave proper consideration 
to the manufacturing interests, which had 
not hitherto been the case. One member 
for Hamilton wag entirely inadequate ; for 
the population of that city was larger 
than almost any constituency in Ontario. 
ile was satistied the measure would meet 
the approbation of the country. 

Hon Mr, TILLEY said in the case of 
New Brunswick, though the population of 
the different counties was very irregular, 


it was found that no change could be made 
without a complete readjustment through. 
out the Vrovince- 


It was considered de- 
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_ sirable to retain the present county boun. 
daries, 

Mr. BULTON asked whether a change 
- would ever be made. 
__ Hon. Mr. TILLEY—Did not say that, 
but mentioning certain counties, said it 


_ was very difficult to equalize the populas 


tion at present without an entire change of 
_ boundaries. In course of time a change 
_ might be found practicable. 

Mr. SNIDER referred to the division of 


_ the county of Grey, which he did not con- 
_ sider fair-or equa!. 


He suggested changes 
in the arrangement of the townships which 
ought to be made to make the division 
equal. He would state his views more 
fully on a future occasion. 
' Mr. CAMERON (Huron) suggested that 
a sketch should be appended to the bill 
shewing the proposed division. 
. Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said any 
_ one could have reference to the railway 
maps. 

The bill was read a first time, and the 
second fixed for Monday. 


THE PACIFIC RAILWAY BILL. 


Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER moved the 
third reading of the Pacific Railway Bill. 


Hon. Mr. WOOD desired to have an exs- 


pression of opinion recorded on the con- 
stitutional question he had brought for. 
_ ward on a previous occasion. In England, 
_ in cases of public works, estimates were 
brought down and votes asked each year, 
and so the House retained full control of 
the public expenditure. He thought the 
same principle should be adhered to in 


_ the present case, and moved, “that the 


_ said biil be not now read a third time, but 
_ that it be forthwith referred back to a 

committee of the whole in order to amend 
_ the same so that so largeasum as £30, 
~ 000,000, and so large a quantity of land as 
50,000,000 acres, shall not be at 
_ the disposition of the will of the 
_ Government of the day, and so that 
the said money and lands shall only be 
disposed of by specific annual votes of 
_ Parliament from time to time given as 
_ Shall seem to Parliament right and proper, 


i and so that Parliament shall not be divest- 
ed of its most important function, namely, 


control over the public expenditure of the 
country.’”’ He desired that the members 
should be placed in a proper light before 
their constituents, and should therefore 
press a division. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said the amendment 
was an affirmation of the principle pre. 
viously set forth by the member for Lamba 
ton, but with it was blended crudities and 
crotchets of the member for Brant, which 
rendered it impossible for him to vote for 
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it ; and it ought not to be gs 
hy Aid S g 0 presented to 

The members were called in and the 
amendment declared lost on the following 
division :— Yeas, 33; nays, 100. 

Mr. MILLS moved ‘ that the bill be not 
now read a third time, but referred back 
to a committee of the whole House in or- 
der to make provision that the Govern— 
ment should not have power to grant to 
any company which has amongst its share- 
holders a member or members of Parliax 
ment, the public monies or the public lands 
set apart by the bill for the construction of 
the Pacific Railway.’’ He said the principle 
of amendment was fully recognized and he 
need say nothing in its support. 

The members were called in and the 
amendment was lost on the following di- 
vision: —Yeas, 42; nays, 83. 

The bill was then read a third time and 
passed amid loud cheers, Sir George Car« 
tier calling out, “ All aboard for the 
West!’ 


FINANCIAL. 


On motion of Hon. Sir FRANCIS 
HINCKS the House went into committee 
to consider a resolution to amend the 
Act respecting the loan for paying a cers 
tain sum to the Hudson Bay Company. 
The committee rose and reported and the 
resolution was read.a second time. 

The bill based on this resolution was 
then read a first time. 


QUARANTINE. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. POPE the House 
went into committee on the bill relating 
to Quarantine. The Committee rose, rex 
ported and the bill was read a third time 
and passed. 


EMIGRATION AID SOCIETIES. 


On motion of Hon. Mr, POPE, the House 
went into committee on the bill to pro: 
vide for the the incorporation of the Emi 
gration Aid Society, but, upon objection 
from Hon. Mr. Blake, the bill was allowed 
to stand over. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
the House into committee to consider a 
resolution to amend and extend the sches 
dule of the Act, 31 Vic..c. 33, and to make 
provision forthe salaries of Judges and Sti- 
pendiary Magistrates in the Provinces of 
Quebes, Nova Scotia, Manitoba and British 
Columbia, &c. ’ 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said he would like 
some explanation as to a portionof the re« 
solution. {bey should be told upon what 
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principle the salaries were being paid in 
British Columbia. He observed that. pro- 
vision was made for an additional Puisne 
Judge, without stating what the salaries 
would be in case of vacancies. It was pro- 
posed to have six Stipendiary Magistrates, 
besides three Superior Court Judges. The 
Act of Union vested the appointment and 
payment of Stipendiary Magistrates in the 
Local Governments, and he would like to 
know why it was necessary for ten thou- 
sand people to have six Stipendiary Magis. 
trates, and why they should be paid by 
the Dominion. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD replied 
that he mentioned yesterday such portions 
of the resolution as it then occurred to him 
required explanation. In Quebec an ada 
ditional Puisne Judge was allowed for 
Montreal. In Nova Scotia salaries for two 
additional judges were voted last year; 
but, owing to his illness, Legislative au. 
thority had not been obtained. In Manis 
toba it was provided that the judges might 
be made available for judicial purposes 
beyond the bounds of the Province, that 
is to say they were permitted to per- 
form judicial duties in the North- 
West Territory until that country was ab- 


sorbed into a province or provinces. The | 


salary was $4,000, the smallest salary 
given to any Superior Court Judge. In the 
Province of British Columbia there was a 
Chief Justice and a Puisne Judge, whose 
salaries were fixed by the Imperial Govern. 
ment, and could not be reduced during 
the life-time of the present incumbents. 
He had inserted one Puisne from the fact 
that he had had communication with the 
Lieutenant Governor of British Columbia 
on the importance of having a third Judge 
there, He thought it was in the highest 
degree desirable that there should be a 
Court o! three—in consequence of having 
only two Judges there might be frequent 
failures of Justice on account of difference 
of opinion, He was under the impression 
that the Local Legislature had passed an 
Act with that provision, but the certified 
copies of the Act had not yet been rex 
ceived, and he had therefore provided for 
the additional judge. 
only asked the House to vote the salaries 
oi the present judges was that he fancied 
it would be the early duty of the new Par- 
liament to consider the salaries ot the 
judges of the Superior Court. which were 
not in a satisfactory state at the present 
time, therefore he had not put in an 

salaries for vacancies by death. It it should 
be thought well to provide for such a con- 
tingency, he would recommend $4,000 per 
annum for the Chief Justice, and $3,200 
for the Puisne Judges. With respect to 


lion. ir. Blake. 
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the Stipendiary Magistrates, they were 
Imperial appointments, and the gentle. 
men holding those offices performed the 
duties of County Judges; and, according 
to arrangement, those salaries must be paid 
during their incumbency. They were 
Stipendiary Magistrates, Indian Agents, 
Gold Commissioners, &¢., and were spe« 
cially required on account of the influx of 
miners during the goldfever. As to the 
two pensioners, those were only p»t on 
schedule in order that they might be in. 
cluded in the civil list. Although he had 
not been officially notified, he was aware 
that since the schedule had been drawn 
up, one of the pensioners had died, and 
therefore the pension would not be requir. 
ed. The other was the Colonial Secretary, 
whose salary must be paid him under the 
terms of union with British Columbia. 

Mr. DeECOSMOS asked if it was the in- 
tention of the Government that the Sti- 
pendiary Magistrates should be allowed to 
continue to hold courts. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said as he 
understood the matter they performed 
duties analagous to those of County Court 
Judges. 

Mr. DECOSMOS replied that their duties 
were to act as Gold Commissioners, as 
ordinary Magistrates, and as Justices of the 


of Judges. 


| Peace, and there wag a very general feeling 
throughout the country against non pro.~ 
fessional men acting as County Court 


Judges. Heunderstood that a bill had 
been passed by the Local Legislature on 


‘the subject, and he had hoped the Govern- 


ment would have received it in time to 
remove a long standing grievance in the 
country. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE—We pay the Gold 
Commissioners then. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD—Yes, so 
long as they act as County Court Judges. 
The difficulty is that there is an objection 
in the province to non-professional men 
being placed at the head of the County 
Courts. Under the arrangement with 
British Columbia all these gentlemen must 
be employed or pensioned at two-thirds 
salary. He understood that they were 
men in the prime of life, and had no doubt 
they would be only too glad to get the 
pensions and employ their energies where- 
ever they pleased. 

Mr. MILLS—SixStipendiary ‘Magistrates 
and three Superior Court Judges to a 
population of 10,000. 

Hon Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
great rush of foreigners and miners to the 
gold fields had rendered the appointments 
necessary, The provision had been ap» 
proved by the House and would have to 
be carried out, The salaries were the 
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same as before the Union, and were fixed 
by the Imperial Government. The popu- 
_ lation was nearer 60,000 than 10,000. 
Hon. Mr. WOOD had made inquiries 
and ascertained that in Nova Scotia they 
had no County Courts, and he thought 
they were extending them to British Co. 
- lumbia too soon. 
- Mr. DeCOSMOS replied that for a very 
long time past British Columbia’ had kad 
County Courts, and the large space of ter- 
_ritory and scattered population necessi- 
tated the appointment of six stipendiary 
magistrates. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
_ proposition of the hon. gentleman oppo.s 
-sile was simply to pension off the stipen- 
diary magistrates and. appoint County 
- Court Judges in lieu of them. 
Mr. ANGLIN did not think that the Do. 
minion should be called upon to pay the 
_ stipendiary magistrates. He referred to 
- the system in force in New Brunswick. He 
thought-the present judicial staff in Brix 
- tish Columbia was adequate to meet the 
- requirements of the Province. ‘The ex- 
_ penditure connected with British Columbia 
was already enormous and should not be 
- increased unnecessarily. He thought the 
proposition to appoint three Judges for 
_ Manitoba preposterous, and he should 
_ favor any amendment tending to the 
exercise of reasonable economy. 
-. he House then went into committee 
on the resolution — Mr. Street in the 
chair. 
Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the appoint- 
- ment proposed entirely too large for the 
_ requirements of the Provinces. The Legis-~ 
lature of Manitoba first considered one 
_ Judge sufficient, and had only changed 
their views on learning the opinion of the 
_ Minister of Justice, and so a large expen- 
_ diture was now asked in order that there 
might be three judges. As to British Co- 
- lumbia, he believed two or four were quite 
enough for an Appellant Court and he 
thought it unfortunate that the Premier 
- himself should have suggested a burden 
greater than the Province itself asked for. 
Ifthe Stipendiary Magistrates were County 
Court Judges, they should be so termed in 
the resolution, British Columbia might in 
tuture years require County Court Judges, 
and it must be done if necessary ; but they 
- were bound to see that it was necessary 
before doing so. in the unorganized por- 
tions of Ortario, which the Government 
claimed were not within the province, 
stipendiary magistrates were appointed, 
and they were not termed County Court 
Judges so as to throw the burden on the 
- Dominion. If only the County Court work 
was to be performed, so many appoint. 
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ments were not necessary, and the work 
of magistrates and commissioners should 
be borne by the Province, and not by the 
Dominion. The amount was unimportant, 
but the question involved the whole mat- 
ter of the administration of justice—and 
the consequence would be that the Minis- 
ter of Justice would suggest the necessity 
of other judges, and then fill the offices 
and pay the salaries, and so more appoint- 
ments would be made than necessary. If 
British Columbia created County Courts 
they were entitled to have the judgeships 
filled by professional gentlemen. 

Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) said that since 
Manitoa considered one judge sufficient, 
the population had spread over the coun- 
try very considerably instead, of being as 
then confined within a short range from 
Fort Garry—and what was then sufficient 
would be very inadequate now—and the 
amount asked for was in no way too large, 
considering the increased expense of liv~ 
ing in that country. Three judges would 
not be too many. 

Mr. MILLS maintained that the duties 
devolvirg on the judicial officers in British 
Columbia were very small, as far as the 
Dominion was concerned, and their princi- 
pal duties were connected with the Prox 
vince. He thought one-third of the amount 
quite sufficient 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
Judges had their salaries secured to them, 
and if others were appointed, they would 
have to ve pensioned. He understood 
that there were County Courts in British 
Columbia, and the Dominion must pay the 
salaries. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE repeated that two- 
thirds ot the duties were of a local char- 
acter. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said on 
the day of the union these gentlemen 
were all entitled to pensions and could 
have retired. 

Mr. DECOSMOS objected that the salary 
proposed for the Judge in British Columbia 
was inadequate 

The resolutions were passed by the 
Committee, and the Bill founded thereon 
was introduced and read a first time. 

The House adjourned at six o’clqck. 
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Monpay, June 3, 1872. 
Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD, [in absence of 


Hon. Mr. Cauchon,] took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


943 Routine 


THIRD READINGS. 


The followings bills were read a third 
time and passed: 
To incorporate the British American As~ 
surance Company. 
To amend the Act respecting rivers and 
Hpbi 80 as to apply to the river Syden» 
am, 


SECOND READING. 


On motion of Hon. Mr. REESOR, the 
bill respecting the London and Caaadian 
Loan Agency was read a second time and 
referred to the Committee on Standing 
Orders and Private Bilis, 


COAST NAVIGATION. 


Hon. Mr. MoCLELAN asked—Whether 
it is the intention of the Government +o 
provide this Session, for the construction 
of a steam fog whistle on Cape Enrage, in 
the Bay of Fundy, in view of the danger~ 
ous character of the coast, and the increas- 
ing amount of vessels employed in said 
Bay? In making the motion, the hon, 
gentleman urged the importance of the 
service, and took an opportunity of ex- 
pressing his satixfaction with the energy 
and vigilance displayed by the Department 
of Marine and Fisheries. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL said if the Depart- 

ment deserved the thanks of the commers 
cial community for its Vigilance, due credit 
must be given to the subordinates. With 
respect to the enquiry he stated that the 
Government, whilst acknowledging the 
necessity for the fog whistle, were unable 
to provide it this session, but would cera 
tainly do so next session, should the coun- 
try continue to give them its confidence. 
The Government were able to state they 
intended providing a fog whistle at Machias 
Seal Island, in the same Bay. 
_ Hon. Mr. WILMOT was glad to hear the 
intimation of the Minister on the latter 
point, for a steamer had been lost on the 
island recently, and it was « very dangerr 
eus spot. 


CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS. 


_Hon, Mr. SEYMOUR moved the adop- 
tion of two reports of Committee on Con_ 
tingent Accounts. The first simply refer- 
red to the Clerk’s account with the Senate 
from Ist February to 31st December, 1871, 
and reported it to be correct. The second 
report recommends that Antoine Alphonse 
Boucher, Esquire, the Senior of the French 
Translators, be promoted to the office of 
Chief French Translator to the Senate, va- 
cated by Robert LeMoine, Esquire, on oc- 
casion of his appointment as Clerk of the 
Senate. They recommend that Elizabeth 
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Hewson be appointed and employed as a 
charwoman. ‘The Committee also recom. 
mend that John Wingfield be appointed 
and employed as a Sessional Messenger, 
said appointment to date from the first 
day of the Session, since which day he has 
been doing duty as such, and on the refer-. 
ence made to the Committee on the twenw 
ty-fourth day of April last, of the petition 
of C. W. Taylor, the Committee report 
that they cannot recommend that the 
prayer of the said petition be granted. 

The reports were adopted. 

The House then adjourned, after receiv- 
ing several bills from the Commons. 


Business. 


——— ee 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monpay, June 3, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3:15 


p. m e 
PETITION. 


A petition from the inhabitants of St. 
Columban, against the annexation of that 
parish to the County of Quebec for electo- 
ral purposes, was presented by Mr. 
Fournier, who moved that it be printed 
and distributed.—Carried. 


DIVORCE BILL. 


Hon. Col. GRAY moved the first reads 
ing of the Divorce Bill from the Senate, 
for the relief of John Robert Martin.— 
Carried. 


Hon. Col. GRAY then moved that the 
bill be referred to a Select Committee. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that he had 
always voted against bills of this kind, on 
the ground that he did not agree with 
those who believed that Parliament 
should deal with matters of divorce, and 
therefore, without going into the strong 
arguments in favour of that view, from a 
Roman Catholic point of view, he would 
ask that the sense of the House be taken 
on the motion. 


Hon. Col.GRAY hoped that those who 
entertained conscientious scruples on this 
subject would consider those holding dif« 
ferent views, and allow the matter to be 
proceeded with, as there were no tribue 
nals in the country before which such 
subjects could be brought. 

The vote was then taken on Hon. Col. 
Gray’s motion, with the following result: 
—Yeas, 76; nays, 64. 

Hon. Col. GRAY then moved that all 
the evidence laid before and taken by 
the Senate in this matter, be referred to 
the said Committee. Carried on the same 
division. 
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SEIZURES. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY presented a return of 
_ seizures under the Customs Act, 


BAY VERTE CANAL, 


Hoon. Mr. LANGEVIN brought down the 
return relating to the Bay Verte Canal. 


CRIMPS. 


Mr. SIMARD, before the orders of the 
day were called, would, in the name of 
humanity, call the attention of the House 
and Government to the state of uncer- 
tainty in which the commerce of the 
country was placed, owing to the depre. 
dations of crimps in the harbour of Que- 
bec. The hon. genileman read extracts 
from newspapers giving particulars of 
these depredations, in which one sailor, 
who could not be induced to leave his 
ship, was shot down inthe most colds 
blooded manner. He implored the Gov- 
ernment to organize an efficient and strong 
police force to protect lives and property 
in the city which he had the honour to 


represent. 


_ Mr. BOLTON was glad the subject had 
been. brought up. Petitions had been 
presented from shipowners in England, 
complaining of the state of things in the 
port of Quebec, and he thought that un- 
less some energetic action were taken, it 
would injure the shipping trade of the 
Dominion. — 

Mr. WORKMAN said the port of Ques 
bec was celebrated for its lawlessness 
during the summer season, and in his 
opinion this was because the law was not 
properly administered there, and he cited 
& case in Quebec where a prisoner who had 
been convicted of crimping was permitted 
by a judge, after the witnesses had left 
the country, to enter a plea of not guilty, 
which resulted in his discharge. Owing to 
_ the efficient state of the police in Montre~ 
al crimping was scarcely known. 

Hon. Mr. IRVINE was sorry to say that 
there was too much truth in the statement 
of the member for Montreal Centre; but 
he could not assert that the hon. judge 
had induced the prisoner to withdraw his 
plea of ‘guilty’ and plead ‘‘not guilty.” 
The man had afterwards been bailed in 
two sureties of $40 each. He was of opin- 
ion that lawlessness had increased during 
the past two years owing to the unfortu- 
nate desire on the part of the Government 
to economise, by reducing the water police 
toa number quite inadequate to the re~ 
quirements, and he hoped the Govern- 
ment would be induced to increase the 
force at the port of Quebec. _ 

Hon, Mr. CHAUV#AU said the Gov-~ 
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ernment of Quebec had offered a 

of $1,000 for the arrest and parcel Mane 
the parties who com” itted the outrage. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER explained 
the causes of the crimping at Quebec, and 
thought the proper remedy would be to 
furnish the shipbuilders, ship owners, and 
others, who employed the men obtained 
by crimps to navigate their newly built 
vessels to the other side of the Atlantic 
leaving vessels in this port without sea~ 
men, thereby encouraging crimping. He 
had listened to the statement of the mem- 
ber for Montreal Centre with great pain. 
That statement contained good round for 
the impeachment of the judge, and the 
hon. gentleman should be prepared, and 
ought before leaving his seat, to make his 
statement in writing, in order that the 
Judge, if guilty, might be brought to trial, 
or he shonid not have made such a state- 
ment. 

Mr. WORKMAN had received his infor- 
mation from what he considered to be a 
reliable source, but had wrongly stated as 
to the judge having induced the prisoner 
to withdraw his plea of guilty, and was 
glad to be able to correct his remarks in 
that respect. 

Hon J. H. CAMERON had understood 
that there was some mistake on the part 
of the counsel of the prisoner as to the 
efiect of pleading guilty under the cir- 
cumstances, and it being discovered that 
the only sentence the judge could pro- 
nounce was capital punishment, applica~ 
tion to change the plea was made and 
granted. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE could not understand 
how bail in ¢wo sureties of £10 each had 
been accepted for a man who had pleaded 
guilty. 

Hon. Mr. IRVINE was in court conduct- 
ing the Crown business when the prisoner 
was tried, and then protested against the 
charge of plea. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD agreed 
that it was unfortunate that the judge had 
allowed the plea to be withdrawu. The 
better ,course would have been to have 
allowed the trial to proceed, and the 
judge could have made representation to 
the Government to prevent the sentence 
being carried out, He also thought it a 
mistake allowing the prisoner to be bailed; 
but it was simply an error in judgment, 
and judges, like other men, were liable to 
errors. With respect to the water police 
force employed at Quebec, it would be 
known by hon. gentlemen who sat in the 
late Parliament of Canada, and up to the 
present time, till objection had been taken 
to the votes for the water police at Quebec 
and Montreal, and the force had been 
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considerably reduced ; but upon represen- 
tation from Quebec, the Minister of Marine 
had authorized that the force be increased 
to thirty men. 

The subject then dropped. 


BRIDGES, 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN introduced a 
bill respecting bridges, and explained 
that its object was to apply those 
clauses of the railway act respecting the 
inspection of bridges to public bridges 1.ot 
under the control of the Government. 


FUNERAL OF THE LATE J. 8. MACDONALD. 


Mr. J. H. CAMERON said that he had 
beer. in telegraphic communication with 
Mr Brydges, who had arranged that, by 
leaving Ottawa at seven o’clock to-morrow 
morning those members of the House who 
desired so to do could attend the funeral of 
the late Mr. Sandfield Macdonald, return« 
ing to Ottawa in time for the half-past 
seven sitting, and he asked that it might be 
understood that no matters to which there 
would be opposition would be taken up 
during the afternoon sitting, 

Hon. SIRJOHN MACDUNALD was sure 
the Government would be ready to pay 
every respect in their power to the memory 
of Mr. Sandfield Macdonald, as an old and 
respected member of the House, asa wells 
known person in public affairs, andasa gen 
tleman who had held a high position in the 
Provinces of Canada and in the Province of 
Ontario. He had no doubt that every hon. 
gentleman in the House would join cordi~ 
ally in a tribute of respect to his memory. 
It was rather a strange coincidence that 
Mr. Macdonald himself should. have been 
one to move the abolition of the custom 
of adjourning at the death of a member. 
That rule having been established he 
thought it w:se to adhere to it, and when 
special circumstances arise, and ihe House 
jelt it its duty to pay respect they could 
adopt some other course than that of ad- 
Journment. ‘The Government would wills 
ingly concur in the suggestion of his hon. 
friend. He would take the opportunity 
of expressing for himself the deep and 
sincere regret that he felt at the loss the 
House had sustained. Although Mr. Mac. 
donald for the major part of his life had be en 
Opposed to him (Sir John) he would 
heartily accord to his lamented friend and 
his memory the tribute that he was sin- 
cerely attached to his and its best interest. 
He was heart and soulaCanadian. What-~ 
ever might have been his course with his 
party or by his party, still he was actuated 
by a desire to promote the best interests 
of Canada. All who had known him for 
the many years he had been in Parliament 
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would concar in that opinion. He regret- 
ted exceedingly that the necessities of 
public business would prevent his proceed- 
ing to Cornwall and having the melancholy 
pleasure of paying his late respects. 

Hon, Mr. CHAUVEAU spoke in French 
in terms of deep respect to the memory 
of Mr. Macdonald, and concurred in the 
suggestion of the member for Peel. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE was sure that 
every one on his side of the House would 
do anything which they could mutually do 
in honour to the memory of the deparied 
statesman. The Hon. Mr. Macdonald had 
long been his personal friend, and though 
on political grounds they had of late years 
differed, that difference never extended 
beyond political matters, and nothing 
would give him more pleasure than if pos- 
sible to get away, in order to pay the last 
tribute of respect to his memory. All 
knew that, whatever might have been his 
political course, he was, as the Minister of 
Justice had said, at heart and soul a Can. 
adian, and as such it would give the uts 
most gratification to every one to do anys 
thing that would shew to his relatives and 
to the country that they appreciated the 
position he held in the country without rex 
gard ta party. Hesuggested that the estis 
mates should be taken up 0a the afternoon 
of the following day, and any disputed 
items passed over. . 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
course suggested was qiite satisfactory. 

Hon.Mr.DORION was glad to hear expres- 
sions of such marked respect towards one in 
whom they all had the highest confidence. 
He for one intended to pay the last tribute 
of respect to his memory, and he thought 
few had deserved so well a mark of res« 
pect from those who had known him, 

Hon. Mr, BLAKE was very glad arranges 
ments had been made to allowa great many 
to pay the last mark of respect tu the mem- 
ory of the departed gentleman. During 
the short course of his (Mr. blake’s) poli- 
tical lite he had been in opposition, and 
speaking from that point of view, he res 
joiced to hear the statements expressed 
trom both sides of the House as to the man- 
ner of regarding political differences, and 
he hoped they would be able to act on such 
sentiments in the future. HEnmities should 
be written in water, As to the gentleman 
whose msamory they were now epeaking of, 
he joined most heartily in the statement 
already expressed that he was at heart and 
soul a true Canadian. ‘To the best of his 
ability and according to his views - and his 
abilities were great and his views acute—he 
hed always done what he thought was for 
tae interest of his country, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said that 
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verv few in the House had had a greater 
knowledge of the deceased gentleman 
than he had. They had known each other 
from the beginning of their political life, 
and from that time had enjoyed a course 
of uninterrupted friendship. They ens 
tered Parliament together, and had been 


Routine 


colleagues in office for a long time ; and, 


- though their political connection had 
been interrupted, during a period of 
thirty-five years, they had continued to be 
warm personal friends, and he could not 
remain altogether silent without cordially 


& agreeing with the remarks that had been 


made, and without saying how sincerely 
anxious he was tO pay every possible 
mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased. — 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER could add 
nothing to the sentiments of sympathy 
and regard to the sense of the loss the 
country had sustained, which had been 
expressed from both sides of the House. 
Mr. Sandfield Macdonald and he had been 
personal friends before entering the poli- 
tical arena, and when he (Sir George) first 
- entered Parliament, it has been his happy 
lot to support Mr. Macdonald and his col- 
leagues, and, though they had afterwards 
been opposed, their mutual friendship 
had never ceased, and he could say that 
the deceased gentleman had been one of 
his best personal friends, and no one had 
stood nearer to his heart, and to no one 
had he a greater or more sincere friend- 
ship. He regretted very much his loss 
personally and politically, and sympa- 
thised deeply with the bereaved family, 
with whom also he had the pleasure of 
being intimately acquainted. He regret- 
ted very much that the necessity for his 
presence in Ottawa would prevent him 
from attending the funeral and so testifying 
his respect for the memory of the departed, 
and his sympathy with the family. 


TORONTO CORN EXCHANGE, 


The Act to incorporate the Toronto Corn 
Exchange Association was read a third time 
and passed. 


WESLEYAN METHODIST MISSIONS. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT moved the House into 
Committee on the Act to incorporate the 
missionary society of the Wesleyan Metho- 
dist Churchin Canada. ‘The Act was passed 
through committee with amendments, was 

ead a third time, and passed. 
SENATE AMENDMENTS. 

The amendments made by the Senate to 

the Act to incorporate the Marine Bank of 


the Dominion of Canada were read a second 
avi third time and concurred in. 
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The amendments made by the Senate in 
the Act to incorporate the Exchange Bank 
of Canada, the Act to incorporate the Bank 
of Acadia, the Act to incorporate the Bank 
of Hamilton, and the Act to incorporate 
the St. Lawrence Bank, were read a third 
time and concurred in. 


ANTICOSTI COMPANY, 


The Act to incorporate the Anticosti 
Company was read a second time and the 
House went into committee, Mr. Carts 
wright in the chair.’ Certain amendments 
were made and read a first time. 

At six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 
- CLAIMS. 


Mr. WORKMAN moved for corresponds 
ence relative to the claims of Mr. G. H, 
Ryland on Her Majesty’s Government. 
Carried. 


MONTREAL HARBOUR. 


Mr. WORKMAN moved for correspond< 
ence in reference to the stoppage of certain 
improvements at Windmill Point, Mon- 
treal Harbour. He regretted that this 
work had been stopped, as if would have 
been a great convenience to shippers. He 
would like an expression from the Govern- 
ment as to whether it would be continued. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN consented to the 
motion. ihe reason of the stoppage was, 
he had found that the proposed work 
would interfere with the construction of a 
second entrance, which it was proposed to 
make to the Lachine Canal, and if the work 
referred to by the hon. member was con- 
structed it would afterwards have to be des- 
troyed. ‘he harbour commissioners had 
been recommended to propose a compre- 
hensive scheme for the general improve- 
ment of the harbour to be taken into con- © 
sideration from time to time, and he had 
no doubt they were now engaged on that. 

Mr. WORKMAN was glad an additional 
entrance was to be given to Lachine Canal, 
as at present it was much wanted. He was 
satistied this explanation would give 
general satisfaction. 


CLAIMS RESPECTING THE RED RIVER 
REBELLION. 


Mr. DREW moved for a statement of 
claims made respecting the insurrection in 
Rupert’s Land. He said that many of the 
claims were as objectionable as that alluded 
to in the report already sub mitted, and he 
thought that the evidence taken by Judge 
Johnston in each case should be laid before 


the House. 
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in the Public Accounts. 


Mr. JONES drew aitention to the claim 
of Thomas Baxter, which was deserving of 


consideration. 
The motion was carried. 


PURCHASE OF WAR MATERIAL. 


Hon. Mr, BLAKE moved for correspon~ 
the amount of stores 
purchased by Canada from the Imperial 
Government. He had observed that it had 


dence touching 


been stated in the Imperial Parliament 
that the Canadian Government had repres 
sented that the arms and stores had not 
been handed over as agreed upon, and that 
the officer commanding the artillery had 
replied that the statement was erroneous, 
ill-founded and hasty. He desired infor. 
mation on this point. 


Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said all 
papers on the subject that could be brought 


down would be submitted. 


JUDGE JOHNSON. 

Mr. FOURNIER moved for copies 
of the commission of Hon. J. G, 
Johnson as Judge of the Superior Court,— 
Carried. 


HAMILTON AND PORT DOVER ROAD, 

Mr. THOMPSON moved for correspon. 
dence relative to the Hamiton and Port 
Dover Road, He stated that since the road 
had been handed over to acompany it had 
oeen allowed to get out of repair, 80 as to 
become dangerous. ‘There were only two 
or three miles of good road, on which they 
took care to collect tolls. ‘Ihe people of 
the neighborhood considered the Govern. 
ment culpable in the matter, 

Mr. uAWSON thought the complaints 
were well founded, and hoped the Goys 
ernment would take the matter up, and, 
if possible, afford some relief. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said that 
the difficulties in the way could not be 
removed if to accomplish that the Govern. 
ment were expected to spend money on 
the road. A sum of money was already 
due the Government on this road, and he 
was afraid they would neither get princi. 
pal nor interest. ‘he Government could 
not undertake to keep local roads in re- 
pair, and they had been attacked for not 
making the road company futil their en- 
sagements, and pay the money they owe 
on the purchase. 

Hon. Mr: WOOD considered that the 
company had had ample time to pay the 
purchase money, and thought that the 
Goverament should take the road out of 
their hands and call for tenders, 

Lhe motion was then carried, 


Hon. Sir #, Hincks. 
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Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS had no 
objection, but the information was already 
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DUAL REPRESENTATION. 


The consideration of the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole to the 
Act to compel members of the Local Le- 
gislature in any Province where dual 
representation is not allowed, to resign 
their seats before becoming candidates for 
seats in the Dominion Parliament, was 

sumed. 
aah COSTIGAN moved that the bill be 
referred back to the Committee for amend- 
ment. : 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thought the bill 
should be referred back to Committee 
without instructions, 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said if the 
amendment were objectionable it would be 
amended on receiving the report. 

Hon, Mr. BLAKE maintained that the 
whole effect of a Committee of the Whole 
would be destroyed. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD thought 
there was no force in the objection, and it 
would be better to discuss the amendment 
with the speaker inthechair, 

Hon. Mr. HOLILON said the effect of the 
new course would be to dispense with the 
first and second reading, as the amend. 
ment constituted the whole bill. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
amendment contained no new principle, 
and @ present discussion on the change 
gave a second reading. 

The SPEAKER said the matter rested 
entirely with the House. 

Hon. Mr. WOOD said the change would 
bring in an entirely new bill, and was out 
of order, and quoted a precedent. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON spoke to the same 
effect. ih. 

The SPEAKER overruled objection. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE referred to the amend- 
ment previously made when he had points 
ed out the necessity of amendment to 
attain the object proposed. Formerly it 
had been proposed, and the House agreed, 
that the bill should operate from the 
issue of the writs, and he was glad that 
the position which he should kave called 
‘‘outrageous’” had been receded from 
and to make the period of disqualification 
that of nomination, That would give the 
Government an advantage that no Govern. 
ment ought to possess. It was now pro. 
posed that for the purposes of the hon. 
gentleman opposite, election for the local 
House would disqualify for the House of 
Commons, He did not think the bill was 
of such great consequence as had been 
supposed, and did not thnk it would 
have the effect expected ; but he believed 
the Government would lose in‘he matter 
on account of the feeling that would be 
raised throughout the country that they 
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_ thwarting the Local Legislature. 
_ already voted on the 


He had 
principle of the bill, 


to vote on the bill as it affected Ontario. 
Mr. COSTIGAN said that, as the bill had 
been first arranged, the Ontario Legislature 
would have time within its terms. He had 
had some difficulty from inexperience, in 
framing the bill; but he had not the 
slightest desire to affect any gentleman 


_ the bill would be beneficial throughout 
_ the country. He believed the member for 
West Durham to be sincere in his expres~ 
sion in favour of the bill, and had accepted 
_ his suggestions. The bill in no way singled 
- out Ontario, but affected all Provinces 
alike. 
_ Mr. MILLS maintained that Mr. Costi- 
gan had extended his bill to the Province 
_ of Ontario in consequence of new light rex 
_ ceived from the Government. The prin- 
_ ciple of the bill did not warrant its appli- 
_ cation to Ontario. 


He believed the bill to 
_ be out of order, but should not raise the 
- question at that moment. 

- The motion was carried, and the House 
_ went into Committee—Mr. Nathan in the 
chair, The amendment went through 
_ Committee. 


_ disqualification was being pushed further 
_ day aftér day, and he should hail the day 
_ when the principle of the bill previously 
proposed by the member for Bothwell 
should be acknowledged. At the same 
_ time, it was their duty to guard against a 
_ great danger. He then referred to the 


struction of the Pacific Railway, pointing 
_ out that the Government of the day would 
have such a control over them that the 
. good will of the Government would make 
them prosperous. ‘The ill-will of the 
Government would effect their ruin. He 
_ believed that sufficient means had not 
been provided, and that further applica, 
tions for assistance would yet be made ; 
but in addition to that there was the 
strongest degree of interest in the ques- 
_tion whether they got their land and 
money as they wanted it. There had al- 
ready been rumours of discontent on ac- 
count of an amendment providing that the 
subsidy shall be payable in proportion to 
the construction, as that was calculated to 
hamper the company. Everything was to 
_be left in the hands of the Goyernment, 
and under those circumstances he enter 
tained the strongest opinion that it was 
essential “to the independence of the 
House that they should get out of the 
walls ofthe House those gentlemen who 
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were using their power for the purpose of 


and he did not propose at any future stage 


opposite, but believed the operations of 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the question of 


_ formation of the company for the con. 
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entered the company, which was support. 
ed and sustained by the Government, and 
would have to obtain ite resources for the 
prosecution of the work from the Govern. 
ment of the day. On examining the mat- 
ter he found that in the list of provisional 
directors there were twenty-five members 
of Parliament, andif these directors re- 
mained in the House, how long even 
would the stern virtue of the Minister of 
of Justice resist an attack of a board of 
twenty~five members saying tohim: ‘‘We 
support you, but we cannot do so if you 
are sO niggardly of the public lands and 
monies. We want the lands and money 
faster, and a little more, and we must have 
them or the next vote of want of conf- 
dence may find us on the other side.” He 
moved, therefore, ‘that the report of the 
committee be not now received, but that 
the bill be referred back io the Committee 
with instructions to make provision that 
no person being a shareholder in the Pacix 
fic Railway Company, which is to receive 
$30,000,000 and 50,000,000 acres of land 
on terms to be fixed by the Government 
of the day, shall be eligible for a seat in 
the House of Commons,” 

After discussion the amendment was 
lost. Yeas, 55, nays 90. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD admired 
the Roman virtue of his hon. friend oppo- 
site, but it was rather late in the day to 
display it. The hon. gentleman so much 
approved of the principle of the bill that 
he had voted for it the other day much to 
edisgust and annoyance of his leader, 
Devoted, however, as the hon. gentleman 
had been to the principle, he had man~ 
aged to leave a loop hole for himself by a 
trick upon his own Legislature before 
which he had so manfully put his bill as to 
make the country believe that while he 
retained a seat in the Commons he would 
be rightly excluded from the Legislature. 
He had endeavoured to play two games 
and to hedge for the double event 
(laughter.) Altbough he had been so vir- 
tuous as to vote for the second reading, 
the hon. gentlem#i seemed now to be 
disgusted at having been taken at his 
word. Now, with regard to this resox 
lution, if the hon. gentleman would look 
at home he would find plenty of occasion 
for the exercise of that virtue which he was 
so anxious to bring into play here, Let 
him look there and see the many railway 
bills passed in the last session in which 
the M.P,P.’s named in them were sup- 
porters of the kon. gentleman (cheers). 
The hypocrisy of the ‘resolution was so 
evident that it well create a laugh. Why, 
what had the hon gentleman done? He 
had called the members of the Local Le- 
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gislature together in a back room, asked 
them how much they wanted for their rail- 
way, and by settling how mucheach was to 
get for his constituency,the hon. gentleman 
increased his majority from one to twenty, 
and now he came here and talked of his 
public virtue (cheers). He (Hon. Sir John) 
wondered. that the hon. gentleman did 
not sink through the floor with shame at 
his hypocrisy, for it was nothing more nor 
less, and the country would certainly, re- 
gard it in that and no other light (cheers). 
He (Hon. Sir John) commented upon the 
disgraceful haste with which the hon. 
gentleman had rushed. his Orders in 
Council through the Legislature, and yet 
he had come here with this poor pretence 
of virtue, expecting that he could impose it 
upon the country. The resolution was 
false in principle, for there was no reason 
why men of means, capable of joining in 
great enterprises, should be excluded from 
Parliament. It was a great thing for any 
Legislature to have included in its ranks 
men of standing, capital and enterprise, 
who would put their hands to the plough 
and help the country in carrying out great 
works of improvement. The best. way to 
prevent aman from using his influence 
improperly was to hold him responsible 
here as a representative. If the House 
and country knew that a man was con- 
nected with an enterprise, he was power- 
less to aid that enterprise improperly, for 
if he were to advocate additional grants to 
it the answer would be, ‘You are 
not to judge in this matter; you are 
not to speak because you cannot speak 
disinterestedly.’’ The danger was that 
when men were excluded from openly 
having an interest, they could hold it in 
the name of their sons, or brothers, or 
partners, and the hon. gentleman knew 
what use could be made of partners (cheers 
and laughter). They would do. covertly 
what they were not permitted to do open 
ly, and there would be more danger in 
that because they would operate in the 
dark and with greater chances of success. 
The motion was unworthy of the hon. 
gentleman, because it was intended to 
transfer a bill for which he had felt himself 
compelied to vote, but which he now dex 
sired should be thwarted. He (Hon. Sir 
John) asked whether the hon gentleman, 
when he appropriated money in aid of the 
Toronto and Nipissing and other western 
railways, had made any proposition to ex- 
clude from the Legislature of the Province 
all shareholders in those companies 
(cheers), 

Hon, Mr, BLALE said that, as to the 
railway subsidy, not a soul in the Local 
House besides his colleagues had on idea 


flon, Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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the railway question, 
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as to the extent of the aid to railways, nor 
to which railways the aid was to be given, 
one day before he announced his policy on 
He warned mem- 
bers that he would not answer on the floor 
otf the House of Commons $#accusations 
made against him in regard to local mat- 
ters, 
with obtaining his information from The 
Mail which he characterized as the inspired 
organ of, and as subsidized by, that gen - 
tleman. . 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARITER personally 
was opposed, to the principal of the bill 
because he thought the matter was one for 
legislation by the Provinces, but would 
have to oppose the motion of the member 
for West Durham. He thought it wrong 
to prevent any member of Parliament in. 
vesting his money in such an undertaking 
and instanced the many cases of loss by 
shareholders of Canadian Railways. ‘The 
member of West Durham being out of his 
seat, he asked the member for Lambton, 
if among these railways in the Province of 
Ontario which received bonuses there were 
not railways or a railway in which mem- 
bers of the Local Legislature were stocks 
holders. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE did not know 
whether there were or not personally. He 
had never inquired and did not then 
know. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE having resumed his 
seat 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER put the 
same question to him, to which he replied 
that he did not know, and had no idea 
whether there were or not, 

Mr. WHITE (Hastings) said the mem-~ 
ber for West Durham must know that 
there were at least two members of the 
Local Legislature for the County of Has- 
tings who held stock in railways to which 
bonuses were given. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE thanked the hon. 
gentleman for telling him that which he 
had just stated he did not know. 

Mr. CUMBERLAND said the hon. gen- 
tleman must know that he (Mr. Cumber. 
land) was a shareholder. ) 

Hon Sir GEORGE CARTIER said Hie 
effect of the replies that he had elicited 
was that there were members of the Lo- 
cal Legislature who held stock in the raile 
ways aided by tte bonuses io which the 
leader of the Opposition and the member 


for Vest Durham pretended to plead igno- — 


rance, and he wondered why the hon. gen. 


tleman had not inserted a similar provision _ 
to his amendment in his bill, by which he 


hurriedly distributed $2,500,000 among 
the railways of Ontario. 
Mr. JONES (Leeds) thought the ques- 
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He charged the Minister of Justice, 
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tion at issue should be kept in view. ‘I'he 
matter of railway grants in Ontario had 
been brought up to show that members 
of Parliament were connected with the 
raily, ays to which grants had been made, 
and'‘he thought that 4 good argument to 
_ show that members of Parliament should 
not be connected with the Pacific Railway 


be afforded. There was nothing in the 
Pacific Railway Bill that would prevent 
any number of members of the House be- 
_ ing connected with the undertaking, and 

he could not give his vote for such a pro-~ 
_ position as he did not believe the princi- 
_ plé tobe safe. 

The members were called in, and the 
vote on Mr. Blake’s amendment resulted 
as follows :— Yeas, 55 nays, 90. 

Mr. BODWELL said the bill of the mem- 
ber for Bothwell had been opposed on the 
ground that it interfered* with the privi- 
_ leges of the people in choosing whom they 
liked as their representatives, and the 
- game objection must apply to this bill. In 
_. addition, the bill could not apply to On- 
tario on the same grounds as tothe Lower 
Provinces, as the laws of the Provinces 
were different, and to pass the law would 
be a cowardly thing as it related to Onta- 
rio. He moved in amendment ‘ That the 
report be not now received, but that it be 
referred back to the Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of providing that 
the said Bill be based upon the proposi. 
tion that in those provinces where the 
members of the Parliament of Canada are 
prevented from becoming candidates to 
_ | the Local Legislatures, it is desirable to 
_ prevent members of such Local Legisla- 
| tures from becoming candidates to the 
| House of Commons ; and inasmuch as this 
_ principle does not apply to the Province 
_ of Ontario, to amend the same by exclud- 

ing Ontario from its operation. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said that it was not 
the law in New Brunswick thgt any gen~ 
tleman offering for the Dominion Parlia- 
ment compelled to resign his seat in the 
Local Legislature. 

Hon. Mr. WOOD said that such had 
been the proposition of the member intro- 
ducing the bill. 

Mr. COSTIGAN contended that the Bill 
was a general measure not affecting any 
Province in particular, but that the amend- 
ment proposed made an exception in favor 
of one Province. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL said the in- 
tention of the amendment seemed to be 
that an exception should be made in favor 
of certain gentlemen in Ontario, enabling 
them to retain their seats in the House of 
Commons. When the question was first 
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_ -t0 which such @ great extent of aid would 
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raised he had held that the restriction was 
an unnecessary One on the rights of the 
people, but as these Provinces had decided ~ 
in favor of that restriction he thought 
their decision ought to be respected. As 
to the charge of cowardice made by the 
member for West Oxford, ifthe amend- 
ment passed that charge would rest with 
him and those who supported the motion, . 
who attempted to remove certain gentle - 

men in Ontario from the consequences of 

their own agitation. Ontario knew very 
well why the Ontario Act wag made excep- 

tional. Why did hon. gentlemen from 

Untario occupy seats in the House to-day 

ifthe principle was corrupt? Why did 

they not resign at once? They did not, 

but they made their law, prepared with 

the peculia? ability and skill which the 

leader of the Ontario Government could 

so well apply, and they vere in the House 

now, and could again ‘go to the country 

with all the advantages which their posi- 

tion as Ministers gave them over men like 

him (Mr. Macdougall) who had not such 

advantages. (Cheers.) He agreed with 

the principle of the member for Victoria 
that it was unfair to allow a member of a 

Local Government to go to a constituency 
as a candidate for the Dominion House, 

and if successful, to retain his position; 

and if not, to fall back upon his previous 

office. Ontario would not give hon. gen- 

tlemen credit for that purity and honesty 

which they claimed when they framed 

their measure, if they now supported the 

amendment proposed. 

Hon. Mr. DORION said the House was 
carrying the principle further than the 
Ontario Legislature desired, and in doing 
so, they were certainly nat respecting the 
Local Legislature. If the House legislated 
on the snbject at all, it ought to legislate 
for the whole Dominion, and not for @ 
part only; but he should vote for the 
amendment of the member for South Ox- 
tord until the Local Legislature of Untario 
acted in the matter. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD—And 
that is the logic of the hon, gentleman. 
He is against dual representation alto~ 
gether, and yet when three Provinces had 
acted in accordance with his opinion, he 
would not support them. The motion of 
the member for South Oxford could not 
meet much favor in the House, and it was 
in direct opposition to the instructions of 
of the House to the committee, which 
were concurred in. They bad the right in 
discussing these questions, notwithstanding 
the dictum of the member for West Dur~ 
ham, to draw inferences from the action of 
Provincial Legislatures. This was done 
every day in respect to proceedings of the 
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Imperial Parliament, and why they should 
not with the same propriety discuss or al. 
lude to the action of Provincial Legisla- 
tures, he could not understand. Thehon. 
gentleman found it very inconvenient, and 
disliked any allusion to his conduct as a 
Minister; but the hon. gentleman must 
remember that as a public man he was 
public property. That was the only way 
in which a public man could be judged, 
and if they did not like it they must alter 
their course. The most extraordinary 
thing was that the hon. gentleman should 
object to any attack on his Ministry. He 
would ask the House whether during the 
whole of the administration of John Sand~« 
field Macdonald those hon. gentlemen had 
not spread throughout the country the cry 
that he (John Sandfield Macdonald) was 
the slave of him (John A. Macdonald), 
and whether on every hustings and in 
every public place and in the Local and 
Dominion Houses, they had not brought up 


again and again the cry that the Ontario 


Government were subject tb his influence, 


and that John Sandfield Macdonald was at 


the beck and call of John A. Macdonald ; 


and whether there was not a continuous 


system of attack in the Local Administras 
tion for its supposed connection with the 
general administration. (Cheers.) ‘This 
was the universal course taken by hon. 
gentlemen and to which they now so 
strongly objected. The hon. gentleman 
commented in scarcely parliamentary lans 
guage on a statement he had made, and 
he concluded by establishing in substance 


everything he (Sir John) had suid. The 
what he [Sir 
John] stated as to the time of bringing 


hon, gentleman admitted 


down the Orders in Council about the rail - 


way grants, and he avoided altogether 


noticing the fact that, while desiring to 
drive out of the House everyone connect« 
ed with the Pacific Railway, he never made 
any inquiries as to whether members were 
connected with the railways to which he 
granted subsidies.) When he was asked 
whether he knew that members were con~ 
nected with those railways, he and the 
member for Lambton said they did not 
know. He [Sir John] never heard such 
an admission, The hon, gentleman was 
responsible for seeing that the mon ey which 
he was scattering broadcast over the Pro- 
Vince was given to solvent persons, and 
yet he did not know who were the munag- 
ing directors of the companies to which he 
gave grants. He would ask the hon. gen. 
tleman whether Mr. D. D. Calvin did not 
lay before him as director of the Kingston 
and Pembroke Railway, a statement in 
Writing claiming a subsidy for that rail- 
way on the ground that it had been 


Hon, Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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promised by the previous Government, 

and whether it was not signed by Mr, 

Calvin and by Mr. Robinson, the mem. 
ber. He knew that statement was 
before the hon. gentleman, and he left it to 
the House and the country whether there 
could be any dependence on a man who, 
whatever his abilities and principles might 
be, could not remember who the men were 
to whom he was granting away such large 
sums of money. Ifit was so wrong, so conx 
trary to principle that a member of Parli- 
ament should hold any position on a rail- 
way, why did not the hon. gentleman, as a 
responsible minister, bound to take care of 
the public money, deal with one of his own 
colleagues, and make a bargain with him as 
managing director of an insurance com- 
pany. (Loud cheers and laughter.) He 
could just imagine the discussion between 
the two gentlemen as'‘to the rate to be paid 
by the Province, and he gave it as an illus- 
tration of how absurd the doctrines of the 
hon. gentlemen were then put to a logical 
test. As to the Proton scandal, the hon. 
gentlemen said he had nothing to do with 
it, and of course they must receive his as— 
sertion ; but that also might be a lapse of 
memory, (Cheers and laughter, ) and the re- 
port of the Committee certainly condem« 
ned the Administration of which he was a 
member, although by some hocus pocus the 
consideration of that report was postponed 
until after the next general election. 
(Cheers ) If the hon. gentlemen had been 
desirous of freeing his Administration of 
the charge made against it, he would have 
kept the House sitting until he got its de. 
cision. The report showed that Mr. Oliver 
sent a telegram to Mr. Lewis, as Govern« 
ment valuator, for the purpose of his going 
to the county of Grey, where he went about 
from door to door, and man to man, telling 
the voters the result of their voting right. 
He did not go as a mere election agent, but 
he weat with his original books in his pos- 
session after consultation with Mr. McKel- 
lar. This was the result of the commit. 
tee’s investigation, and the hon. gentleman 
was very right to deny that he had any~ 
thing to do with the matter, aad it was a 
proud thing for him as a gentleman and a 
man that he was freed personally from any 
coguizance of such a nefarious transaction, 
for it was an attempt to corrupt represen~ 
tation at its very source. (Cheers. ) 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the hon. gentle- 
man had not answered him until an hour 
alter he had spoken, apparently taking 
time to get primed by his supporters, 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDUNALD—I vould 


Representation. 


not without breaking the rules o{ the 
House. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said he was still in ig. 
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norance whether any one gentleman was a 
member of the board of any of those rail. 
ways. He was willing to suppose that 


‘several gentlemen were promoters of those 


enterprises, but the bonuses to the railways 
of Ontario should not be compared with 
the aid to be granted for the construction 


"| of the Pacific Railway by which it was pro. 
_ posed to give to one corporation an amount 


equal to the whole public debt of the Do. 
minion. With regard to the paper signed 


_ by Mr. Calvin and Mr. Robinson, he re. 


membered that paper having been sent by 
Mr. Calvin, but he did not remember 
whether Mr. Robinson’s name was attached 
or not. He had received various papers 
and they had been printed and were before 
the country. He then referred to the in- 
surance on the Provincial Buildings, and 
said the rate of p:emium paid was not more 
than half that paid when the buildings were 
previously insured several years ago. He 
also reviewed the circumstances of ithe 
South Grey election. Did he choose so to 
do, ke could mention several cases in which 
the present Administration ot the Domin-~ 
ion had used their patronage, power and in- 
fluence in elections. The leader of the Go- 
vernment had taken the Hon John Sand- 
field Macdonald under his protection in 
order to defeat him, and he could judge of 
the verdict which the country would record 
against him. 

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON said the member 
for West Durham had drawn the discussion 
away to ot-er things altogether. As to the 
Proton Committee, however, he ought to 
have said that it was selected by himself 
and that it investigated a matter which had 
been already decided by the affidavits of 
most reliable men. The hon. gentlemen 
would bear him out in the statement that 
the Committee showed that Mr. Lewis went 
to the electors and said ‘if you do not vote 
for the Government candidate | shall write 
opposite your name, satisfied, no reduc- 
tion; if you vote for the Government 
candidate you shall have your valuation 
reduced.’’ The hon. gentleman would not 
deny that. It was proved beyond doubt 
that Mr. Lewis was sent for by telegraph, 
that he was met by the brother-in-law and 
partner of the hon. gentleman who gave 
him money to pay his expenses, that Mr. 
McKellar went to him during the night, and 
that after getting his lesson he went away 
and threatened every one at Proton as he 
had already stated. As tothe distribution 
of the money, it was well known what every 
railway was going to receive; and as to the 
hon. geatleman not knowing the members 
were connected with the railways, he must 
have known that Mr. Wiiliams, of Hamil- 
ton, was director of more than two or three 
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roads and Mr. Williams told him that he ex 
pected to get a portion of the money next 
year. As tothe distribution of the money, 
the latitude of forty eight hours given by 
the Minister of Justice was much too 
great The papers were laid on the 
table of the House a few moments before 
the House adjourned, and they were 
printed next morning. He (Mr. Ferguson) 
himself had voted against the grants, be- 
cause no time was allowed for convideration 
of the matter. A few evenings ago the 
same discussion came up, when he took the 
Opportunity to refer to a paper which was 
passed across the floor of the House from 
the President of the Council to the member 
for Brant. That member then charged him 
with telling a lie, and further that it was a 
d-- d lie. Since that time a paper he held 
in his hands, the Hamilton Times had pub- 
lished a statement of the matter. 

At this point there was great cries of 
“order” and much interruption, after 
which, 

The SPEAKER ruled that the remarks 
were out of order, 

Mr. FERGUSON said he desired to state 
that he held the document to which he 
had referred in his hand, which would 
show that what he had stated was perfect- 
ly true. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
Speaker had ruled that the hon. gentle. 
man was out of order and he must bow to 
that decision; but he also ruled that he 
could take another opportunity of dealing 
with the matter; and considering the way 
in which he had been spoken of, he (Hon. 
Sir John) thought he would do pertecily 
right to take such an opportunity. 

Mr. FERGUSON repeated that he had 
the document in his hand, and should 
take an early opportunity of proving what 
he had said. 

Mr. ROSS (Victoria) said that such de» 
bates as were now indulged in were a strong 
argument against dual representation. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said that 
this business of Ontario was weaving out, 
and the oftener it was brought forward the 
soouer it would come to an end [laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. CUMBERLAND desired to refer to 
some remarks made by the member for 
West Durham. That hon. gentleman had 
spoken of a circular sent by the present 
Postmaster General when Commissioner of 
Crown Lands. The hon. gentleman’s 
memory seemed to have failed him very 
considerably toxnight, for whereas he had 
stated it to be a circular, it was only a 
private letter. ; ; 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZ[E—Was it a print- 
ed document ? 


Representation. 
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Mr. CUMBERLAND—It was not. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said it was a 
printed document and that he had it 
there. 

Mr. CUMBERLAND said when the hon. 
gentleman asked him a question with the 
direct intention of contradicting him, he 
would like to know beforehand, so that he 
would know how to meet him. The only 
printing about the paper was that it had 
the official heading of the Department, but 
it was in the handwriting of the Postmas- 
ter General or his Secretary. The mem- 
ber for West Durham was very innocent, 
and said he forgot all about the railway 
caucus, and told them a very innocent 
story. He [Mr. Cumberland] was most 
unwilling to enter on these personal ques- 
tions, but they were answerable for them 
who commenced the attacks. The member 
for West Durham appealed to the House 
about an innocent youth who did nothing, 
he said, but charitably lend to Mr. Lewis 
$25. The hon. gentleman knew or ought 
to know that the original telegraph sent 
to Mr. Lewis emanated from that same 
person, and he knew or ought to know 
that when Mr. Lewis came to Toronto he 
was met there by the same gentleman 
The report of the Committee was an ex- 
position of the results of an hon. gentle. 
man in one Parliament decrying and de« 
nouncing the report of a Committee of 
another Parliament of which he was leader, 
and a report which according to his good 
will and pleasure would have been blocked 
for twelve months, but they could there 
have the opportunity of meeting the hon. 
gentleman on the question, and every 
member of the House of Assembly knew 
that the report was kept back until the 
last moment and Mr. Cameron was com - 
pelled complain. He (Mr. Cum berland] 
further alluded to the pitch-forking into 
the asylum at Brantford of a relative of 
the member for Lambton, and to the fact 
that upon the appointment of the Royal 
Canadian Bank as financial agents of On, 
tario, Messrs. Blake, Kerr & Bethune bex 
came solicitors to that Institution, and 
they, the hon. gentleman opposite, should 
remember these things when they attack .« 
ed the honour of other public men. 

Mr. CRAWFORD—As the Royal Cana» 
dian Bank, of which he was President. had 
been alluded to, he desired to make an 
explanation in justice to the hon. member 
for West Durham and his colleagues He 
denied emphatically the charge that the 
appointment of the firm of Blake, Kerr & 
Wells as solicitors, had anything to do with 
the selection of the Bnnk as financial 
agents, and said that in fact it was decided 
before the present Government in Untario 
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came into power that that firm shouldbe 
cted. / 
Mr, CUMBERLAND denied that he had 
any intention of imputing anything that 
was unfair to the Royal Canadian Bank. 
His only desire in referring to the subject 
was to show how careful public men should 
b3in dealing with matters of the kind. 
don. Mr BLAK® said that this charge 
had been made precisely in the way in 
which it had been made in the Minister of 
Justice’s newspaper, from ‘facts having 
no ascertained connection.’’ He stated 
that since he had entered public life, he 
had ceased to have anything more than a 
nominal connection with the firm with 
which his name was connected. 

Mr. BODWELL’S amendment was de. 
clared lost on a division. 

Mr, GEOFFRION moved in amendment 
that the report be not now received, but 
that the said bill be recommitted for the 
purpose of striking out the words, ‘if any 
member of the Provincial Legislature 
shall, notwithstanding his disqualification 
in the proceeding section mentioned, re- 
ceive a majority of votes at any election, 
such majority shall be thrown away, and it 
shall be the duty of the returning officer 
to return the person having the next 
largest number of votes, providing he be 
otherwise eligible, which shall give to the 
returnin : officer the right to decide on the 
election of a member of this House’ The 
vote was then taken on the amendment 
with the following result: --Yeas, 42; 
nays, 81. : 

The motion for the second reading of 
the amendment was then carried, and Mr. 
COSTIGAN moved the third reading of the 
bill, 

Mr. GHOFFRION moved in amendment 
“that the bill be not now read a third 
time, but that the same he recommitted 
for the purpose of amending the same in 
such a way as_to apply to members of all 
the Local Legislatures in this Dominion. 

[he vote resulted as follows:—Yeas, 
43; nays, 77. 

Mr. MILLS raised a point of order that 
the House had already, during the present 
session, decided upon the principle of the 
amendment just voted upon being in the 
case of a bill introduced by himself; and 
read from an =nglish authority to show 
that the House could not vote twice on 
the same principle during one session. 


Representation, 


After some remarks from Hon, Sir | 


GEORGE CARTIER, oe 

The SPEAKER decided that the princi - 
ple of the amendment now under discus» 
sion and that of the bill introduced by 
Mr. Mills were quite different, and there. 
fore overruled the point of order, 
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A division being taken on the third 
reading, the bill was carried, the votes 
being :— Yeas, 70; nays, 36. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE had previously in~ 
formed the House, and he would state 
again, that the bill just passed would not 
prevent members of the House of Com- 
“mons from sitting in the Local Legislas 
~ tures. 

The House then adjourned at 1 o’clock. 


SENATE. 
Turspay, 4th June, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’ clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Hon. Mr. DICKSON brought in report of 
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri- 
vate Bills, and moved that the quorum be 
reduced to five. Also that the petitions cf 
Boards of Trade of St. Catherines, St. John, 
Levis, &c., be referred back to the Com 
mittee for reconsideration ; 
These motions were adopted. 


- SECOND READINGS. 


‘On motion of Hon. Mr. McLELAN a bill 
with respect to the Halifax Banking Com- 
pany was read a second time. 

4 On motion of Hon. Mr, BENSON a bill in 

- reference to Dominion Water Works was 
ead a second time. 


COPY RIGHTS. 


ion, Mr. CAMPBELL, in moving the 
second reading of the bill to amend the 
law with respect to copyrights, expressed 
his regret that two gentlemen—Hon. Mr. 
Ryan and Hon. Mr. Sanborn—who had al. 
ways taken a deep interest in the question 
were not present. For some time past 
addresses had been passed in the House 
with the view of bringing about Imperial 
legislation on the subject o! reprinting 
British copyrights in this country. Cers 
tainly very many persons had been of opi« 
nion that the Imperial legisfation on this 
question was an encroachment upon the 
privileges given to these colonies to enjoy 
representative institutions to the fullest 
extent. Several copyright laws had in the 
course of time passed the Imperial Parlia 
ment, and were ultimately made to run into 
all the colonies. These laws prevented 
the republication of British copyrights mm 
this country ; but subsequen tly an arrange- 
ment was m de to allow the importation 
into this country of American reprints of 
British copyright works on the payment of 
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a duty of 123 per cent ; to be distri 
among the authors of ‘such ira 
system, however, had been proved to ope- 
rate prejudicially to the interests of Cana- 
dian publishers; and an effort had been 
made for some time past to obtain from 
the [mperial Governnient the right to re- 
print the works in question in this coun» 
try. When the question was last brought 
up the hon. member for the Wellington 
Division (Hon. M. Sanborn) suggested that 
we might legislate directly on the subject 
for he believed we had the power by virtue 
of the B N. A. Acta: d the fact of our enjoy- 
ing representative Government He Mr. C.) 
in accordance with a promise he made on 
that occasion, had brought the subject to 
the notice of the Minister of Justice and 
his colleagues in the Government, and it 
was decided to act upon the suggestion of 
the hon. gentleman just mentioned, The 
argument defining the position of the Gov. 
ernment was stated in the preamble ot tie 
Bill—that there was no reservation with 
respect to copyrights when representative 
institutions were granted to this country— 
and that express power was given to the 
Dominion by the Union Act to legislate 
upon the subject. Some might say that 
the power was only given to the Dominion 
in contra-distinction to the powers given 
to the Provinces ; but nevertheless, he be- 
lieved the language was ‘road enough to 
embrace the power given in the present 
Bill. It was now proposed to allow Cana- 
dian publishers to reprint British copy- 
right works on receipt of a licence from 
the Government ‘These works are to be 
registered with the Minister of Agriculture, 
and thereupon no foreign reprints of such 
works are to be allowed to be imported. 
An excise duty of fifteen per cent on the 
wholesale price of such works is to Le col- 
lected and distributed for the advantage 
of the authors. 

Hon. Mr. FERRIER said the Dominion 
ought not to be placed in refeience to 
such works in a worse position than it is 
now. A duty of 124 per cent, was at pre. 
sent collected on the wholesale price of 
American reprints, but now there was to 
be an excise duty imposed to the extent 
of 3 per cent. more 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU was very desirous to 
to encourage home industry, but at the 
same time he saw danger in a bill which 
disturbed the relations we at present ea- 
joyed with the United States. More than 
that, he doubted whether we had the pow- 
er to legislate o. such a subject. The same 
difficulty might occur that arose in 1837, 
when the Special Council passed an Act to 
abolish Habeas Corpus. At that time a 
very distinguished lawyer, Judge Valliere, 
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ties. 


might be pushed to extremes. 


terests. 


friendly :elutions with the United States, 


instead of exciting the hostile feelings of 
the.publishing interest of that country. 
He deprecated any undue haste in dealing 


With such matters, 


fion. Mr. CHRILTIE pcinted out some 
difficulties in ihe way of our dealing direct. 


ly with the question. 


Hon. Mr. WLLMOT expressed himself 


desirous of sweeping away our preseng anx 
omulous system which isso injurious to the 
interests of the publishers of Canaaa, 

Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL did not suppose 
there is any reason to apprehend that the 
passage of the bill will interfere with the 
relations between Canada and the United 
States. He did not see any analogy what- 
ever between the present question and 
the suspension of the Act of Habeas Corpus 
by the Council in 1837, He did not claim 
to be acting contrary to Imperial Legisla- 
tion, but in pursuance of the express au 
thority given to us. At the same time the 
Government wished to act with all caution, 
and had therefore inserted a clause declar- 
ing that the law shall not go into effect 
until there is a proclamation of the Gov.~ 
ernor to that end. The Government, how. 
ever, hoped and believed tha English law 
officers would come to the same conclur 
sion they had, that Canada had the right 
to legislate with respect to such matters, 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU contended that the 
case he had cited was directly in point, and 
again argued we had no jurisdiction in the 
matter. 4 

The bill was read a second time. 


MESSAGE. 


A Message was received from His Excel. 
lency the Governor General with respect 
to the receipt in England of the Address 
expressive of the gratification of Parlia. 
ment at the recovery of H, R. H. the 
Prince of Wales. 

Several Bills were received from the 
Commons. 

The House then adjourned, 


Hon. Mr. Bureau. 
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contended that we had no power to over- 
rule Imperial legislation, and he suffered 
for expressing that Opinion, but he was 
subsequently. proved to be correct, We 
could not be too careful in dealing with 
matiers of legislation, where we might 
come into conflict with Imperial authori- 
He was in favor of a certain amount |}. 
of protection to home industry, but there 
was always a danger that the principle 
He had no 
objection to the imposition of a small duty, 
but he believed the general principles of 
the Bill are antayonistic to the public in- 
He could not too strongly urge 
the advisability of cultivating the most 
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IMPERIAL DESPATOH, 


The SPEAKER presented a message 
from His Excellency the Governor General 
transmitting a despatch from the Colonial 
Secretary acknowledging the receipt of an 
address from the Parliament of Canada, 
congratulating Her Majesty upon the re— 
covery of the Prince of Wales, and thank- 
ing it for the warm expressions of loyalty 
in. the said 


and sympathy contained 


address. 
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 


The SPEAKER also submitted a mes. 
sage from the Governor General trans. 


mitting supplementary estimates of sums 
required for the public services for the 
year ending 380th June, 1873. 


COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY. 


On motion of Hon. Sir FRANCIS 
HINCKS, the House went into cum. 
mittee of supply, Mr. Stephenson in the 
charr. 

Upon the item of $3,950 for a statistical 
office at Halifax, 

Mr. ANGLIN asked if Mr, Cosgrave, 
who was employed as census commissioner 
at Halifax, was the gentleman of the 
same name who, he saw by the public acw 
counts, had drawn a salary as clerk in one 
of the departments at Ottawa. 

Hon, Mr, POPE did not know but would 
make enquiry. 

the item was passed. 

On the item, $1,850 for salaries of 
deputy registrars in Nova Scotia and for 
getting marriage returns, 

Hon. Mr. MA‘ KENZIE asked if it was 
the intention of the < overnment to sub. 
mit any general plan this session for ob« 
taining vital statistics, 

Hon. Mr, POPE said it was not, but a 
general plan was under consideration. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE also asked if the 
Nova Scotia returns were to be printed in 
the report ot the Department, 

Hon. Mr. POPE said they would be 
in a separate report made by Mr. Cos- 
grave. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said no one 
ever caw that report, as it was not laid 
before Parliament, The returns should 
be embodied in the departmental re- 
ports. 

Hon. Mr. POPE thought the suggestion 


a good one, and, if possible, it would be 


acted upon, 
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Hon. Mr. WOOD said that for two years 
successively, when this item had come be- 
fore the House, the Government had an. 
nounced that it would take the matter of 
statistics under consideration, and come 
down with a general scheme —'‘['wo years 
_ ago the excuse had been offered that there 

_ had not been time to prepare a plan, and 
_ last session it had been announced that 
this partial state of things—returns being 
collected in Nova Scotia and nowhere else 
—could not be allowed to continue. The 
_ Minister of Justice had made that state. 
ment, and had added that the Govern. 
ment had then under consideration a 
scheme which would be applicable to all 
the Provinces. It was of the first import. 
ance that @ proper system of collecting 
statistics should be adopted. Canada in 
this respect was behind all other coun- 
tries, particularly in regard to the 
collection of vital statistics. He would 
like to know whether the Government 
would be prepared next session to come 
down with a scheme as had been pro- 
mised. . 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
certainly had made no promise last ses- 
sion, for he was not present when the sup» 
plies were voted. 

Hon. Mr; WOOD said it must then have 
been the session before, for he remember- 
ed the very words the hon. gentleman had 
used—** That this partial state of things 
cannot be allowed to continue, and the 
Government will be prepared with a gene- 
ral scheme.” 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
remembered the discussion, and his re- 
marks might have been in that sense, 
though he did not recollect the exact 
words, ‘There was no doubt that the state 
of affairs with regard to the collection of 
statistics was unsatisfactory; but he did 
not see how a satisfactory system could be 
devised, except at great expense, without 
some understanding between the Local and 
General Governments. It was true the 
General Parliament had power to com-~ 
mand the services of all provincial officers 
and order them to make returns; but he 
thought it would be extremely inexpes 
dient for them to use that power except 
under an extraordinary necessity. As a 
rule, officers appointed by the Local Go- 
vernment should render all their services 
to those Governments, and the General 
Government should employ officers of its 
own to perform whatever duties it requir- 
ed to be executed. That was the case in 
the United States, and he thought the 
rule a good one in its general application. 
The dithiculty then in the case was that 
the General Government had no officers 
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for the collection of statistics throughout 
the Dominion ; and at the time he had 
spoken, as referred to by the hon. member 
for South Brant, there had been on his 
mind the idea that there should be some 
arrangement between the Dominion and 
Provincial Governments, by which there 
would be a general plan for that purpose, 
as the hon gentleman had suggested. The 
Government would perhaps be able in the 
‘an Parliament todo something of that 
ind. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON hoped there was no 
such fate in store for the country. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD was afraid 
the hon. gentleman would have to submit 
to it. 

The item was passed. 

On the item $190,000 for the census, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked for infor- 
mation. 

Hon, Mr. POPE said there had been 
expended in 1870-71, out of the vote of 
$310,000, the sum of $150,000. The 
amountso far expended in the current 
year had been $250,000. It was estimated 
the needs of the remainder of the current 
year would be about $7,000 more. This 
latter sum would be applied to the pay- 
ment of expenses for compiling and print- 
ing the reports, and for taking the census 
in the North-West. This item of $190,000 
was a re-vote of the unexpended balance 
of last year. 

Mr. ANGLIN asked the total expendi. 
ture connected with the census. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said it would be about 
$410,000. Up to this time one third of 
of the compilation had taken place, and 
it was expected that in about three months 
the first volume of the report would be in 
the printer’s hands, if not printed. 

The item was agreed to. 

On the item, $18,212 for salaries of 
immigration agents aud employes, 

Mr. BOLTON hoped the emigration office 
in Lonion woula be placed in a state of 
greater, efficiency. 

Hon. Mr POPE said the agent in Lon- 
don had been instructed to furnish emix 
grants with all the information he could, 
regarding the different Provinces of Cana” 
da, and while in this country recently he 
had been supplied with everything that 
could be procured upon the subject. His 
salary had been increased, and a more 
liberal allowance made with regard to ex- 
penses. He had also been instructed, if 
he could do so at a reasonable’ rate, to 
furnish a better and more convenient ofiice, 
which would be more accessible to emi-— 
grants, and to which Canadians could resort 
when in London. 

Hon. Mr. YOUNG thought full informa- 
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tion should be given with regard to the ex- 
penditure in this department, for it had 
lately jumped from a small to a very large 
amount. ‘lhe House ought to know how 
all this money was to be applied, and what 
benefit the country might be expected to 
receive from it. 

Hon. Mr. POPE explained that they 
were all special agents appointed for 
a short period—most of them for six 
months. The hon. gentleman had said 
that the item was large. He (Mr. Pope) 
admitted that, but it had been found 
that agents of the United States 
were scattered all over the Old Country, 
circulating unfavorable reports about Can- 
ada and it was necessary to take steps to set 
Canada in her true light. (Hear, hear.) 
This could not be done by merely appoint- 
ing agents to reside in cities and towns, as 
it was believed they did not reach those 
people who were desirous of emigrating. 
While the Government expected a large 
emigration, it was known that labour was 
in much greater demand in the old country 
of late, and that employers of the latter 
were trying to prevent emigration. These 
had to be competed with, and the Govern. 
ment had therefore felt that they required 
a larger vote and more men to the work 
which the people of the country demanded 
of them. 

Hon. Mr. YOUNG had not intended to 
find fault. He merely asked for informa- 
tion. He was of opinion that negligence 
had been shown in the past, and felt in. 
clined to encourage any efforts tending to 
induce a large emigration. He presumed 
the policy of the Government was experi-— 
mental, and he for one felt inclined to allow 
ittobetried. (Hear, hear.) {ut he would 
expect important results from such an in- 
crease in the expenditure. He asked to 
what countries agents had been sent. 

idr. POPE replied that agents had been 
sent to all the rural districts of England, 
three to Scotland, and agents to Germany, 
Belgium, Alsace and Lorraine, Ireland, and 
the Scandinavian provinces, He might say 
that, while he had anticipated a smaller 
emigration this year, he had been informed 
by his agenis that it was to bemuch larger, 
and that the emigrants would be of a bet- 
ter class. There had already been an in- 
crease Over last year, He did not expect 
the results of this additional expenditure 
this year. ‘I'he people nad to be educated 
up to the advantages of the country before 
_ any great results could be expected. 

Mr. WRIGHT (Ottawa) said the Society 
which had been formed in Ottawa had been 
the means of bringing outa better class of 
emigrants. It had been alluded to as a 

‘coolie arrangement.” All he could say 


Lion, Mr. Y. oung’. 
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was that, if the coolie arrangement was 
like this one, it was a very good arrange 
ment. The course adopted by the Minister 
of Agriculture, in aiding these societies, 
would be advantageous to the country, 
and he hoped it would continue. 

Mr. BODWELL had no doubt that the 
steps taken would induce a large emigra~ 
tion. He thought that German emigrants 
made good settlers or citizens. He had 
been informed that some fifty or sixty 
thousand Germans, now at Riga, in Russia, 
were desirous of coming to Canada, and he 
asked whether any steps had been taken 
by the Government to secure them. 

Mr. RYAN said the Government de- 
served credit tor their action in the matter 
of emigra‘ion. He believed that, in view 
of the great public works to be construc. 
ted, greater inducements should be held 
out to emigrants to remain in the country. 

Hon. Mr. HOLION said there could be 
no doubt that the reason the past eftorts of 
the Government had been unsuccessful 
was from th3 loose and desultory manner 
in which those efforts had been made. He 
approved of the course of the Minister of 
Agriculture in asking for a large appropri- 
ation, in order to test the possibility of in- 
ducing a flow of emigrants into this coun~ 
try. He was not sanguine as to the 
result; but it was better to make a bold 
effort. He would only say that getting 
this large appropriation, he (the Minister 
of Agriculture) would be held to very 
rigid account for the results. 

Mr. CURRIER, with reference to the 
society which had been formed in Ottawa, 
and of which he was President, said that 
the results of their efforts had been that a 
large number of emigrauts had already 
ariived, Money was still being sent for 
the purpose of assisting emigrants, and an 
agreement was made that the amount ad- 
vanced should be repaid by instalments. 

Hon. Mr. POPE in answer to the hon. 
member for Bothweil, said that the Govern. 
ment had been in correspondence with the 
Colonial Secretary on the subject of the sixty 
or eighty thousand menonites who wished 
to emigrate to this country. The Govern~ 
ment had informed them that, in order to 
satisfy themselves, if they would send out 
one or two of their number to see the 
country, the Government would pay their 
expenses. Every information had also 
been conveyed to them, and in answer to 
a question from them they had been in- 
formed that they would be exempt from 
military duty. 

Mr. ANGLIN, in making the remark 
about the coolie system the other day, had 
no intention of reflecting upon the system 
adopted by the society organized in Ots 
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tawa. 
- one and regretted there were not more of 
them. He had stated his opinion that, 
under the bill brought down by the Min. 
ister of Agriculture, providing for advances 
to be made to emigrants under agreement 
_to work off those advances in this country, 
it would place them in an exceptional 
position as regards the rest of the coms 
munity. He had described the bill very 
properly’as establishing a coolie system. 

Hon. Mr. POPE denied that it was any- 
thing of the kind. The bill merely pros 
vided that a man could be engaged abroad 
_ for certain work, and an advance be made 
to him on certain conditions, and when he 
arrived he hired here. He would be under 
the protection of the same laws, and it 
was absurd to call it a coolie system. All 
the agents had reported that it was neces- 
sary some means should be devised of 
assisting emigrants. This was one mode 
of doing so, and in his opinion a very 
proper one. 

Mr. CURRIER said that when men en- 
gaged here for lumbering operations they 
were bound to carry out the agreement 
made, and he did not see why a similar 
system should not be adopted with regard 
to emigrants coming from the old country. 

The item was then passed. 

On the item for quarantine at St. John, 


He thought that society a good 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked why there 
was a difference in the salaries of the phy. 
sicians at St. John and Halifax. 

’ Hon. Mr. POPE was not aware of the 
reason, but would find out. 

Mr. ANGLIN said that at St. John it 
was necessary for the physician to reside 
on the island, and no one could be got to 
do the work for a smaller salary. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE did not see the 
necessity for his residing on the island. 
The physician at Halifax did not do so. 

Mr. ANGLIN said the quarantine estab- 
lishment was there, and it was necessary. 
He, however, considered the allowance for 
boat service excessive. It did not cost 
one third of the amount, and was only an 
excuse for supplementing the salary. 

Hon. Col. GRAY maintained that resi- 
dence on the island was necessary. As to 
the boat service, the amount was not ex- 
cessive, as owing to the rapidity of trade, 
it was necessary to have more persons em- 
ployed than at ordinary places 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said it was rather a 
luxury to have a discussion arise, showing 
that New Brunswick received more than 

Nova Scotia. The reverse was usually the 
case (laughter). The salary was not exces- 
sive, and he did not think that the amount 
for boat service was too large. It was nes 
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cessary, he thought, to employ two boatmen, 
and they had frequently to go out three or 
four miles to board vessels. 

The item was carried. 

On te item to meet expenses of further 
precautionary measures for i 
Reelin y the public 

Hon. Mr. POPE said, in view of the 
possibility of cholera, this amount had been 
put in the estimates; but if the money 
was not wanted not a dollar would be used. 
—Carried. 

On the item for grants in aid of the 
Provinces towards encouraging emigrants 

Hon. Mr. YOUNG wished to know how 
the amount was to be divided among the 
different Provinces. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said this 
matter had been determined on at a conx 
ference held at Ottawa, at which all the 
Provinces of the Dominion were repre. 
sented, and it was determined to divide 
the $70,000 as follows :—$25,000 to Onta~ 
rio; $20,000 to Quebec; $10,000 each to 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick ; and $5,- 
000 to Manitoba. 


Mr. ANGLIN charged the Government of 
New Brunswick with using the money voted 
to aid emigration for political purposes, 
in that they made overtures to Mr. Gough, 
the leader of the Opposition, to accept 
the emigration agency, telling him he was 
the best man they could get, and he hay-~ 
ing declined, the agency was offered to his 
father-in-law, Mr. Macpherson, a gentle. 
man in reduced circumstances, who was 
compelled to accept the office, and went 
to England, but, to the surprise of many, 
he returned in time to take his seat in the 
Legislature. His expenses were of course 
paid by the Province, but no one could 
say that he had done any good by his mis« 
sion. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it was 
understood that the Government of New 
Brunswick should receive $10,000 on cons 
dition that they would give an equal sum 
to promote emigration. 

Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) thought it 
ungenerous and unkind of the hon, gentle 
man to make charges against the Local 
Government when none of them were in 
the House to defend themselves. Mr. 
Macpherson, to whom reference had been 
made, was not a man capable of being 
bought off, nor was he reduced to poverty 
as stated, He [Mr. Smith] had no doubt 
that he went to England for the remune - 
ration ; but he was a public man, and had 
represented the people for many years, 
and returned to his country and voted in 
the Legislature against the Government 
that had sent him there. 
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not be said that that man had been 
bought. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS was sure 
that the Emigration Conference had bene. 
fitted the best interests of each and every 
Province in respect to emigration, 

Mr. BOLTON agreed with the remarks 
of the member for Westmoreland. He 
happened to be in the Legislature when 
the emigration agent returned, and a 
member of the Government challenged 
him to state, if he could, that he had been 
influenced by the Government, and in his 
place in the House, he [Mr. Macpherson] 
stated that he had not been influenced or 


approached in any way by any member of 


the Government. 

Mr. ANGLIN called the attention of the 
House to a speech made by him last ses- 
sion, in which he denounced the appoint- 
ment of a member of the Legislature as a 
census commissioner, the appointment 
being cancelled before the meeting of the 
Local House. 

Hon. Mr. CHAVEAU corroborated the 
statement of the Minister of Finance, that 
the Emigration Conference had been bene. 
ficial to the provinces. 
a subsidy should be placed at their dis- 
posal by the Federal Government to 
enable them to enter with more energy 
into the matter. He thought the little 
squabble just indulged in by the members 
from New Brunswick was excusable after 
the fight by Ontario the previous night ; 
but he warned the House that if Provincial 
matters were to be so generally discussed 
Quebec would claim a debate, which he 
promised them would last three evenings, 
and be conducted wholly in French. 


Hon. Mr. WOOD argued from a constix 


tutional point of view, maintaining that 
the Legislatures of the Provinces would be 
reduced to mere County Councils if the 
present course were continued, and adyo~ 
cating leaving the question of emigration 
to be dealt with by each Province. 

Hon. Mr. YOUNG said the vote was 
practically increasing the subsidies of the 
Provinces, and might be made a precedent 
which might be abused in the future. He 
hoped such a vote would not be asked 
another year. 

Mr. MILLS concurred in the remarks 
of the member for Brant in regard to the 
constitution and the rights‘of the Pro- 
vinces. 

Mr. PICARD regretted that the matter 
had been brought up. As regards Mr, 
Gough, he had settled that matter by a 
letter over his own signature, to the satis. 
faction of nineteen twentieths of the whole 
population of New Brunswick, and his last 
letter still remained unanswered, He be. 


Mr. Smith. 
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lieyed then, and_ believed now, that a 
better man for an emigrant agent than Mr. 
Gough was not to be found in the Domia 
nion. He knew Mr. Macpherson well and 
knew him to be above being bribed. 

The item was then carried. 

On tue item for assisting in meeting the 
expenses of emigrants, 

Mr. ANGLIN asked for some explana- 
nation. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said there was considex 
rable expenditure in this country for railx 
way fares and food, and then the cost of 
advertising and printing, and distributing, 
information was heavy, and he had esti. 
mated $10,000 under that heading. Pas« 
senger companies in Great Britain were in 
the habit of receiving Commissions from 
the Grand Trunk and American Railway 
companies, to induce emigrants to go as 
far ax they can over their roads, and he 
hoped to counteract that, at least to a cer- 
tain extent, for which he had estimated 
$10,000. The balance was to assist emi« 
grants in paying their passage and other 
expenses. He felt the responsibility, and 
would not spend the money if it were not 
required. There-were strong influences 
against immigration from home this year : 
but still they were told that something 
could be done if they would assist pecuni~ 
arily. 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE said the House 
would support no item more cheerfully 
than this. There were many difliculties in 
the matter, and he did not desire to be 
too exacting in pressing for particulars as 
to how the money would be spent. He 
hoped that, from the expenditure propos-~ 
ed by the Provincial and Dominion Govern. 
ments, a large emigration would result. 
He gave his earnest support to the item. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT asked Mr. Pope 
whether he had given attention to emi- 
gration from Norway and Germany, A 
very valuable emigration for the North~ 
West might be attracted from these coun» 
tries, 

Hon. Mr. POPE said there were agents 
there, and there would be a large number 
of emigrants from these countries. ‘The 
fares from them would be reduced as 
from treland, and emigrants would 
receive free land grants in the North<« 
West, 

Mr. BOLTON thought the emigration 
office at London inefficient, and asked 
whether the Local or Wominion Govern- 
ments supplied information to that office. 
A short time ago he was in London and 
found that the office was altogether with. 
out proper iaformation respecting Canada. 
He was told that it was understood that 
the Deputy Minister of Agriculture was 
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averse to emigration, and if it was not cor- 
_ rect the impression ought to be removed, 
_ He thought it very important that proper 
information should be supplied. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said the office had been 
supplied with some millions of pamphlets, 
_ and another would shortly be sent for the 
_ North West, and the iondon agent had 

_ instructions to distribute those pamphlets 
as far and widely as possible. 

Mr. OLIVER asked whether the Minister 
_ of Agriculture intended to assist Miss Rye 

_ and Miss McPherson. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said the Local Govern-. 
ment were doing so. 

The item was passed. 

On the items connected with the Inter- 
colonial, 

Hon. Mr: LANGEVIN said it was intend. 


Committee 


where there would be piers constructed, 
so that steamships from Europe might 
there land their passengers and baggage 
and emigrants and mails, so that they 
could there be distributed east and west. 
Engineers had carefully examined the 
different places on the Lower St. Lawrence, 
and reported that Father Point was by far 
the best for the purpose. There was 
deeper water and less work would be 
necessary in making piers and basins. 

Mr. JOLY hoped the Government would 


_ amount had already been spent on differ. 
ent points on the Lower St. Lawrence, 
amounting to over $1,000,000, while the 
revenue was comparatively small. The 
wharves were built in the best possible 
manner, but could scarcely be used at low 
water, and therefore, recognizing the ne- 
_ cessity of the matter, he hoped the only 
_ subject would be to choose the best point 
_ for che purposes. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the intended 
work was for summer navigation and not 
for winter accommodation, The Govern. 
_ ment were paying every attention to the 
_ matter, and fully recognized the necessity 
of having the best point for a harbor, 
_ which. if possible, could be reached all the 
_yearround. They had not sufficient in- 
formation to enable them to decide. 

Mr. THOMPSON referred to the item 
for engines, and asked whether it was for 
new or second-hand engines. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said it was for new 
engines, ‘ 

_ Mr. ANGLIN asked whether rails were 
being supplied as rapidly as required. 
Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied in the 
affirmative, and said the standing of the 
_ contractors was such that they would not 
fail to carry out the undertaking. 
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ed to have a branch line to Father Point, - 


ascertain definitely the best point. A great 
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The Committee rose and reported the 
resolutions adopted. 


It being six o’clock the House rose. - 
AFTER RECESS. 
CANAL IMPROVEMENT, 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN rose to move the 
House into committee on certain resolu- 
lutions in relation to the enlargement of 
the Dominion Canals. He said that, when 
Confederation was initiated, it was agreed 
among the four Provinces that, when .he 
finances permitted, the Government would 
propose canal enlargement. The Govern. 
ment thought that the time had arrived, 
and that Parliament might be asked to 
undertake these large works. The pcsi - 
tion of the country required that these 
works should be undertaken. The popu- 
lation ot Canada, which in 1851 was 2,329, ° 
000, had now reached 3,500,000. This 
large increase had been accompanied by a 
corresponding increase in the trade of the 
country. The exports. which during the 
first year of Confederation, 1867-68 were 
$55,500,000, had, in the following year 
increased to $60,000,('00 ; in 1869, to $73,» 
000,000, and were now $74,173,000, On 
the other hand, the imports, which in the 
first year of confederation were $73,500. OOO, 
had increased in 1871 to $96,000,000. The 
revenue of the country too, which in the 
first year of Confederation was $13,687,000, 
in the second year, $18, 200,000, and in the 
third year, $15,590,000, had increased in 
1870-71 to $19,300,000. This large in- 
crease in the imports and exports, and in 
the revenue of the country, showed the 
progress that had been made since the 
union five years ago, Besides, the terri« 
tory comprised in the limits of the con- 
federation of 1867, had now been extended 
so as not Only to embrace the Province ot 
Manitoba and the North~West, but also a 
country reaching the shores of the Pacific. 
This large territory, he confidently ex- 
pected, would by its wealth and the riche 
ness of a large portion of its soil, and im- 
mense resources, attract a large emigra- 
tion, and thus largely contribute to the 
revenue of the Dominion. ‘The popula- 
lation thus created would necessarily cause 
a great trade to spring up, a large portion 
of which must flow to the east, and thus 
form another reason for the enlargement 
of our canals. If we turned our eyes in 
another way, and looked at the manufac 
turing resources of the country, we should 
see that, on all sides, there was prosperity, 
that all the Provinces were rapidly 


developing their resources, and that new 


lines of railway, were extending in every 
direction and opening up new territory. 
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But we had beyond our own border what 
was called the Far West, the trade of 
which must to a great extent, find its out- 
let through the Dominion to the Atlantic 
Ocean. The Canal Commissioners last 
year, speaking in their report on this sub 
ject had said: ‘In the year 1841, just 
thirty years ago, the gross value of the 
trade of the lakes was estimated at $65,- 
000,000. Ten years later it had more than 
quadrupled, for it was put down in 1851 
at $300,000,000, employing 74,000 tons of 
steam and 138,000 tons of sailing vessels ; 
whilst at the present time the aggregate 
value of this same commerce cannot be 
less than $700,000,000 The tonnage of 
the lakes in 1851 was, as already stated, 
not above 212,000, whereas in 1861 it had 
risen to 450,000 tons, of which above 
80,000 tons was Canadian. In 1864 the 
tonnage was about 547,267, valued at 
$17,537,440 in American Currency. He 
read this paragraph to show the immense 
trade of the lakes, even if we confined 
ourselves only to the States of Ohio, Michi. 
gan, Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. The quantity of wheat grown 
in these States had risen between the years 
1850 and 1869. from 43,000,000 bushels to 
150,000,000; of corn from 220,000,000 to 
526,000,000: and of oats from 420,000 to 
146,000,000 bufhels, These figures showed 
what an immense produce there was to be 
moved to the seaboard What an im. 
mense trade there would be if we only did 
our share todirect it through this country. 
It was necessary to secure that trade if we 
wished to maintain our importance as astate 
on this continent, and if we wished to 
obtain the same advantages from it that 
the United States had been reaping for a 
number of years. It was true that the St. 
Lawrence was a magnificent river, but that 
river could not carry the trade of the West 
unless we improved our canals. We knew 
full well that these canals were too small 
to allow of the passage of large vessels, 
We knew also that in the Erie Canal, in 
the Mississippi, and in the railways of the 
United States we had pewerful rivals to 
the traffic, and unless we did what nature 
required us to do we must see trade which 
should pass through this country continue 
in channels which were not natural chan- 
nels of trade. What the Americans were 
doing with regard to the Erie Canal showed 
how anxious they were to keep the trade 
of the West. Not longer than two yoars 
ago they had reduced the tolls fifty per 
cent., aud 16 was only quite recently that 
the Legislature of the State of New York 
had offered a premium of $10,000 for the 
best mode that could be suggested for 
Steam power on that canal, in order there- 


Hon. Mr, Langevin. 
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by to facilitate the transhipment of goods. 
The dimensions of the locks on the Erie 
Canal were 110 feet by 18 feet, the depth 
of water being seven feet. If these figures 
were compared with the dimensions of the 
proposed locks On our canals, 270 feet by 
45 feet, with an extra depth of water of 
12 feet, it would beseen that thé improve. 
ment: would revolutionize trade, and make 
the St, Lawrence what the father of one of 
his hon. colleagues had said it was destined 
to be—the great highway of this continent. 
Perhaps they would bear with him if he 
laid before them a few facts showing the 
magnitude and growth of the trade on the 
lakes. He had caused a number of statis- 
tics to be compiled for this purpose, and 
he had consulted the best authorities in 
order that he might be able to lay before 
the House reliable figures. At the five 
westerr lake ports of Chicago, Milwaukee, 
Toledo, Detroit and Cleveland, in 1871, 
the receipts of flour, reduced to grain, 
were 141,000,000 bushels; the receipts by 
lake, not by railway, at Buffalo were, in 
1871, 67,000,000 ; whilst the quantity that 
had passed through at Port Colborne was 
225,000 000. These figures showed the 
magnitude of the trade. Let him now 
lock at the growth of it at Buffalo, Oswego, 
and Montreal, 

At Buffalo the receipts were, in 1860, 
470,000,000 bushels; in 1865,  51,- 
QUO 000; in 1869 it was 45,000,000 bushels ; 
and in 1871, 63,000,000’ At Oswego the 
recepts were—in 1860, 70,000,000 ; in 1865, 
12,000,000; in 1869, 30,000,000; and in 
1871, 14,250,000. At Montreal the re-« 
ceipts were: —in 1860, 6,750,000; in 1865, 
8,000,000; in 1869, 12,300,000; in 1871, 
16,000,000. These figures show that the 
trade at Montreal had been constantly 
increasing, the proportion of increase being 
much larger than at Buffalo. // He did not 
take Oswego in the comparison, because at 
that port there had been a large decrease. 
They shewed too that the St. Lawrence 
was, yeu by year, more appreciated, and 
that the trade of the west had only to be 
fostered and encouraged by giving to large 
lake vessels the means of transferring 
grain to ships at Montreal, in order to 
divert a large portion of the trade into this 
route. The receipts of grain at the five 
lake ports he had mentioned, for the last 
four years were as follows:—In 1§68, 109,- 
000,000 bushels; in 1869, 118,000,000, m 
1870, 111,000,00), and in 1871, 141,000,. 
000, making an increase in three years of 
about forty per cent. After showing the 
magnitude of the trade, it was proper that 
he should point out the profits earned by 
the carriers. The total receipts for freights 
on the New Yorls canals for the last thirty 
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~ into the pockets of the carriers. 


the canals. 


all the other State canals besides those 
which New York had now, about 900 miles, 
costing over $100,000,000. One reacon 
why the Erie (anal had an advantage over 
us was, that the large vessels employed on 


the lake could carry a much larger cargo 


_to the western terminus of the canal, where 
rapid means of transhipment made up tor 
loss of time caused by the length of the 
canal, ‘hese large vessels, which were 
admitted on all bands to be able to carry 
_ four times as much as the smaller vessels 
_ that passed through our canals, did not 
cost for their maintenance anything like a 
sum proportionate to their size, and they 
_ required hardly more to run than the 
_ smaller vessels, and the cost being so little, 
and divided on a larger cargo, the trade 
must necessaiily be carried on with a 
_ larger profit. A siugle inducement was, 
therefore, given tocarry the trade through 
the American route instead of the Welland 
Lawrence. let us 
_ enlarge our canals and the result would be 
_ quite ditierent. He wished now to read a 
_ few short extracts to show the American 
Opinion on this subject of the enlargement 
They fully appreciated its 
importance and the effect it would have 
- upon their trade. The House would re» 
- member that a ship canal around Niagara 
_ Falls, to he a rival of tne Welland Canal, 
_ had been spoken of more than once, but 
it had uever been realized, and if he could 
put faith in public documents published 
in the United States, the reason of the 
failure of that great undertaking was, that 
_ they believed that the building of the 
_ canal would necessarily deviate the trade 
from the American canals into the St. 
Lawrence by way of Montreal. He read 
extracts upon this point from the ‘‘memo- 
_ rial as to the proposed Niagara ship ‘ anal, 
the course of commerce on the lake, &c.,”’ 
in which the danger to the trade of the 
- New York canals was dwelt upon in case 
_ the Niagara Ship Canal should be built, or 
the Canadi-n canals enlarged. He then 
proceeded io give some particulars rex 
—specting the trade of the Welland canal. 
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five years amounted to $227,000,000; the 
total freight to carriers for the same period 
_ amounted to $122,000,000, shéwing a bal-~ 
ance of profit in favour of the State of 
$10,506,000. The total tolls and freights 
on the State canals in 1871 were $10,750, - 
Q00, of which not less than $7,600,000 went 
These 
figures told their own tale; but the eftect 
would be more striking when the revenue 
was compared with thecost of constructing 
| The Erie Canal had not only 
repaid its first cost and all the subsequent 
_ outlay upon it, but.it had nearly paid for 
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In 1870 the tonnage oi steamers asei 
through the canal was 264,()00 bende Ridin 
1871, 396,000 tons, and the tonnage of 
sailing vessels in 1870, 408,000 tons and in 
1871 355,000. This showed that the tena 
dency was to replace sailing vessels by 
Steamers, In the total tonnage, however 
it would be seen that in 187] they were 
80,000 tons more than in the year previous. 
Taking the tonnage of vessels and goods 
together he found that in 1849 it amounted 
to 820,000 tons ; in | 869, twenty years later, 
it was 2,500,000, while in the same space 
of time the trade increased twenty per 
cent, Confining themselves to the trade 
from the West, the number of tons in 1870 
was 867,000, and in 1871, 962 U00, shewing 
an increase of 100,000 tons. At the same 
time he desired to correct an erroneous 
impression which existed about the tons 
hage of American vessels, as compared 
with that of Canadian vessels going through 
the Welland Canal. It has been stated 
thas the average Canadian tonnage was 
424 tons, and the average American 392 
tons. He referred to steamers only. 
During the last four years the number of 
vessels that had passed through the Wel- 
land Canal had been as follows :—1868, 
6,157; 1869, 6,159; 1870, 6,740, 1871, 
7,729. During these years the tonnage 
was :—In 1868, 1.148,000; 1869, 1,267,00J ; 
1870, 1,367,000; 1871, 1,554,000. It would 
be thus seen that the trade was increasing 
rapidly; but the canal was too narrow, not 
deep enough, and too small in every way, 
and it must be enlarged. The motion he 
had to propose, and which was in the hands 
of the hon. member, applied to the Wel- 
land Canal, the St. Lawrence Canal and the 
Bay Verte Canal. The intention was to 
give the Welland Canal the dimensions res 
commended by the Uanal Commissioners, 
the locks would 270 feet in length, forty 
five feet in depth, with twelve feet of 
water on the sills. As tothe St. Lawrence 
Canal, the Government intended to give 
them the same dimensions, but there might 
be difficulties in the matter, and he could 
not say positively that twelve feet of water 
couid be obtained without a much larger 
expenditure than the House might wish ; 
but the question was being enquired into, 
and in any case ten and a half feet would 
be obtained, and he hoped proper exami. 
nation would show that the St. Lawrence 
canals could have the same dimensions as 
the Welland. ‘The dimensions of the Bay 
Verte Canal would not be the same. lt 
was proposed that in the case of that canal 
the locks should be 270 feet by forty, with 
fifteen feet of water. Questions as to the 
different canals would come up separately 
when the votes were asked, and he had no 
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doubt the House should be satistied, from 
the explanations he would be able to give, 
that the undertaking would be prosecuted 
with vigor, without loss of time, and with. 
out endangering the finances of the coun» 
try. He then moved the House into 
Committee to consider the resolutions, 
and stated that he had His Excellency’s 
consent to his doing so. The hon. gen-~ 
tleman was cheered on taking his seat, 

Hon Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
it was the intention to provide for the 
trade being conducted by barges towed 
from the western lakes to Montreal ? 

Hon Mr. LANGEVIN repeated that the 
Welland Canal would be enlarged to the 
dimensions recommended by the Canal 
Commissioners, and that the Government 
intended to do the same for the St. Law 
rence Canals, but they could not pledge 
themselves to give immediately the full 
amount of twelve feet of water in the St. 
Lawrence canals, because they were not 
sure that such a depth could be obtained 
without a larger expenditure than the 
House would sanction, but they would 
promise that ten and a half feet would be 
obtained. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the conclu: 
sion had been growing in his mind that it 
was next to impossible to make it a profi- 
table business to take large vessels down 
the St. Lawrence, and more so to take 
them up. It was very fine to speak of bring: 
ing ships from Europe to the farthest end 
of the lakes; but while it might be possible 
to doso, he did not think it would pay. 
He thought the proper course would be to 
make the Weiland Canal available for 
large barges, in which the great bulk of 
the trade would be done in the future, 
with a transhipment at Kingston and 
another at Montreal. He believed the 
business would be done more cheaply in 
that way, and the grain would be benefit- 
ted by the transhipment. He believed it 
would be very difficult to get twelve feet 
of water inthe St. Lawrence: it would be 
almost impossible to obtain that de pth of 
water in the lake harbours until the 
Government unde:took the very serious 
business of incurring a large expenditure 
in order to obtain that depth of water. He 
could not but think that the width pro- 
posed tor the locks, forty-five feet, was 
rather small, and that it should be made 
fifty five feet He referred to the Ameri - 
can canal at Sault Ste. Marie, the breadth 
of the locks there being seventy feet, and 
said it attorded great facilities to have the 
locks of such dimensions; and it was a 
question whether it was not desirable to 
make the Welland Canal where they might 
have locks of such a breadth as to allow 
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more than one vessel to pass at a time; 
for if that could be done a larger business 
could be done at a smaller cost. He did 
not pretend to have studied the matter 
technically, but the question ought to be 
very carefully considered. The works 
would be profitable, not somuch from the 
amount of tolls as from the inducement to 
merchants to invest largely in vessels en. 
gaged in the carrying trade in bulk trom 
Chicago to Montreal, and as promoting a 
vast traflic by the St. Lawrence that would 
enable them not only to carry a vast pros 
portion of the trade of the West to the 
Atlantic, but also to carry a great portion 
oi the merchandise for Chicago and other 
Western cities from Europe. In order to 
accompli:h these objects effectually and in 
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‘ order to avoid the blunders which were 


committed in earlier days when Canada 
did not anticipate the traffic of the West, 
it would be a pity indeed that they should 
again commence the enlargement of the 
canals, and do it on a scale not commens 
surate with the trade proposed to be ac- 
commodated for many years to come. 
With regard to the St. Lawrence, he had 
been intormed that in some parts of the 
rapids there was only a depth of five or six 
feet. The water was, no doubt, unusually 
low, but if his information was correct in 
that respect, and also in respect of the 
nature of the entrance to the Beauharnoi« 
canal, an immense amount of submarine 
blasting would be necessary to obtain even 
11, feet. He scarcely thought it either 
advisable or possible to obtain the same 
depth of water and the same accomm)da- 
tion for large vessels in the St. Lawrence 
canals as would be obtained in the western 
waters, but the matter could be fully diss 
cussed, and with the opinion of the engi- 
neers of the department and other scien- 
tific men, they would be able to come to 
some conclusion that would enable them 
to adopt such measures as would prevent 
auything like regrets in the future. He 
was disposed {0 give every assistance in 
regard to these great national works, be- 
lieving that the prosperity of the country 
very much depended on them; but they 
must remember that they were doing it 
to accommodate the trade of the Ameri- 
cis, and to give them facilities in reachs - 
ing the sea, that they had not and could 
not have on their own territory. ‘ihey 
could, of course, have a canal round the 
Niagara Falis, but there was no fear of 
their making it as long as the State of 
New York was interested in the canal 
from Bufialo to Albany. 

Mr. SHUANLY considered it to be of the 
highest importance to make the Welland 
Canal sufliciently large to accommodate 
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large vessels and remove the only barrier 
that lay between the two lakes. He was 
’ not, however, in favour of the proposed 
_ enlargement of the St. Lawrence Canal. 
‘Transhipment would always take place at 
_ some pointat the foot of Lake Ontario, as it 
would be found that the river work would 
_ be done more cheaply by barges than by 
_ steamers. He was fully satistied that the 
St. Lawrence canals, as they now were, 
could do in time the barge work that they 
had hitherto done. He believed that 
_ those who advocated the deepening of 
those canals to twelve feet had no idea 
of the cost of such a project. We would not 
only have to enlarge those canals but large 
stretches of the river would have to be 
deepened and the cost would be larger 
than most persons had any idea of. He, 
therefore, thought that the enlargement 
of the Wel'and Canal should be first pro- 
ceeded with, deferring the St. Lawrence 


canals until we saw how much trade it 


would bring through them. With regard 
to the dimensions of the locks recoms 
mended by the Canal Commission, he also 
agreed with the member for Lambton, to 
a certain extent, only he thought that a 
width of fifty feet would be sufficient. He 
did not approve of the system of locking 
two vessels at the same time; he would 
rather lock forward to the time when 
double locks could be constructed to ac- 
commodate vessels ascending and descend- 
ing on the same plan as on the Erie Canal 
in New York. He concurred in the ge 
neral features of the report. He would 
go as far as to say that the Welland Canal 
ought to be deepened to 13 feet: at all 
events it ought to be placed in a position 
to receive the largest vessels that leave 
the harbour of Chicago. He believed that 
the present low state ot water in the St. 
Lawrence was exceptional, and that a 
depth of nine feet in the canals could 
generally be relied upon. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville) said 
this question had long occupied the atten- 
tion of the people of this country, and 
various attempts had been made to arrange 
some satisfactory system. Attempts had 
been made to secure reciprocity from the 
United States with regurd to the enlarge- 
ment of the Canals, but they had failed. 
The enlargement would be some advan; 
tage to the commercial and business men 
of the country, but would be of no ad: 
vantage to the great agricultural classes. 
It would be chiefly for the benefit of the 
western states, and while we were shut 
out from the American market the pio.- 
duce of the western states would be 
brought into competition with the products 
of our own farmers into the Huropean 
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market, the only market open to them. 
We ought to pause, therefore, before in~ 
curring a large expenditure for enlarging 
the canals chiefly for the benefit of the 
people of the United States. Our canals 
were quite sufficient tor our own people, 
Mr. WORKMAN said although he would 
have desired that this measure had been 
brought up earlier, he was glad to find that 
the Government had adopted large and 
extensive views. At the same time he 
agreed to a considerable extent with the 
remarks of the hon. member for Grenville, 
He believed that the enlargement of the 
Welland Canal should first engage the ats 
tention of the Government, The St. Law- 
rence canals were sufficient for all the bus 
siness done upon them. ‘The trade was 
now done principally in barges drawing 
about eight feet of water, and one small 
steamer could take four or six of these 
barges atonce. The transhipment of grain 
into these barges at Kingston and other 
ports greatly improved it. Our route had 
a great advantage in this respect over the 
river route, as from the length of the lata 
ter route and the warmth of the water mm 
the canal the grain was injured. The 
transhipment of the grain and its passage 
through our cool waters kept the grain in 
good condition. By the enlargement of 
the Welland Canal he thought we should 
secure the whole carrying trade of the 
North-West. As tothe Bay Verte Canal. 
he had been iuformed that its construction 
would involve an expenditure of tenor 
twelve millions of dollars, and that it was 
almost an engineering impossibility. It 
was an important work and he would not 
object to its construction if it were feasible, 
and could be done for a reasonable amount, 
but if it was only throwing so much money 
into a mud hole, the expenditure could 
not be justified, and he thought the Go- 
vernment should be very cautious and not 
rush into it without due consideration. 
Dr. GRANT spoke of the great impor.~ 
tance of the question, and referred to the 
high position of Great Britain as being in 
consequence partly, of the magnitude of 
her harbors bringing her in contact with 
the outside world. He spoke of the growth 
of New York, Quebec, Montreal and Otta- 
wa as being attributable to their position 
on rivers. He believed that those who 
occupied seats on the Ministeriai benches 
had tre advancement of the country at 
heart and the placing of the canals on 
such a basis as would ensure the commers 
cial prosperity of the country. He referred 
to the Treaty of Washington, and said he 
believed all barriers and restrictions on 
trade would be broken down. Hereferred 
to the increase of population throughout 
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the provinces, and hoped that Nova Scotia 
would be able tosend up her coal and fish, 
and take down fabrics and grain in return, 
The canal system of the Dominion only 
dated back for some fifty years, and what 
had been accomplished was creditable to 
the country. He scarcely believed in 
opinions that had been eloquently express- 
ed that vessels would come from Kurope 
and be able to ascend to the lakes, as the 
barge system had now been introduced. 
He regretted that the River Ottawa had 
not received a greater share of attention at 
the hands of the Canal Commissioners, as 
he was quite sure it would ultimately bes 
come a great source of revenue from trade, 
and every value be reduced to meet the 
growing requirements of the country, As 
to the Bay Verte Canal, he believed its 
construction wonld be of the greatest pos« 
sible advantage in building up commercial 
connection between the different Prox 
vinces. He thought they should endeavor 
by every means to develope the resources 
of the several Provinces. The enlarge. 
ment of the Welland Canal would no doubt 
bea great advantage to the Americans, 
and he trusted they would look at it in 
that way, and that there would soon be 
Reciprocity again. He believed the Wash~« 
ington Treaty had got in the small end of 
the wedge, and he believed the men who 
had accomplished the treaty would also 
accomplish reciprocity. 

Mr. S!REET said the Minister of Public 
Works had not made any specific propos 
sition, but merely asked the House if it 
was desirable that the canals should be 
enlarged. They had already had various 
Opinions as to the best mode of care 
rying their produce to the sea, but 
he had no doubt the Government 
would be fully advised before proceed~ 
ing with the work. All agreed that the 
waters of Lake Erie and Lake Ontario 
should be united, and in order to accom- 
plish that the Welland Canal should be 
enlarged. It had been said that the ens 
largement of the Canadian canals would be 
to the benefit of Americans and enable 
them to compete in the English market, 
but the object should be to make the 
canals valuable and profitable. The Ames 
ricans could get their produce to Liver-~ 
pool without the use of our canals, and so 
long as Liverpool was the best market, 
they would send their produce there 
whether through Canada or not, A most 
important matter was the size o* the locks, 
and he hoped the Government would give 
that matter their most earnest consider- 
ation. He was glad to find that they had 
taken the substantial step of coming down 
to the House and asking if it was desirable 
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that the canals should be enlarged. He 
would leave the matter in the hands of 
the Government to proceed with on ob- 
taining competent engineering advice. 

Mr. MERRITT congratulated the minis- 
try on being in a position to announce 
their policy in reference to the canals. [If 
the Welland Canal were enlarged to admit 
vessels now trading to Buffalo a large por- 
tion of the trade now done at that place 
would pass through the Welland Canal to 
Montreal. He instanced a case of a vessel 
built by himself, which would only carry 
3,500 barrels of flour, whereas if the canals 
were deepened two feet the same vessel 
would carry 7,000 barrels. He thought the 
Government had wisely decided as to the 
size of the locks, and hoped they would 
push the work forward. 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges), bad been one 
of the first to advocate the enlargement of 
canals, and was pleased with the manner 
in which the Government had taken the 
matter in hand. He referred specially to 
the report of the Canal Commissioners in 
regard to the Beauharnois Canal, and ar- 
gued that it would be cheaper to build a 
new canal on the north shore than to en- 
large the canal, owing to the engineering 
difficulties to be encountered. 

Mr. ROSS (Dundas) said, as it was gener- 
ally conceded that the Welland Canal 
should be enlarged, so as to accommadate 
the trade of the West, it became necessary 
for us to make perfect facilities for the 
conduct of that trade to the seaboard. 
He had been informed by forwarders that 
our locks had sufficient width, but lacked 
length ; what they desired was a capacity of 
lock sufficient to take a vessel with 40,000 
bushels of grain. He thought thata depth 
of ten feet would be sufficient, with a 
length of 270 feet. 

Mr. RY AN desired to correct the state- 
ment of the hon, member for Lincoln when 
he said he was at a loss to know why the 
member for Montreal opposed the deepen- 
ing ot the canals. He was not opposed to 
it. The trade of the West was increasing ; 
and if we afforded the necessary facilities 
there would be no limit toit. The Gos 
vernment deserved great credit for their 
scheme, which he was sure would meet with 
the approval of the people both east and 
west, Ifthe scheme were carried out, he 
thought the trade would increase to fifty 
millions of bushelsin ten years. As to the 
Bay Verte canal, it the Government found 
that it was practicable he was sure they 
would receive the support of the country 
in constructing a work of so much import- 
ance to the Dominion. 

Mr. MoCALLUM thought that the width 
of 45 feet to the locks would be found 
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amply sufficient. At the same time if the 
_ Government thought proper to make them 
wider it would add but little to the ex- 
pense, but to construct them s0 as to lock 
_ three or four veasels at a time, would not 
be beneficial. A depth of ten feet, he 
_ contended, would accommodate any vessel 
_ navigating the inland waters of this coun- 
try. He advocated the construction of 
additional elevators at Kingston. The 
want of such additional accommodation 
and the lowness of the water last year, 
had materially reduced the business of 
the Welland Canal. He was glad that the 
hon. member for Lincoln agreed with him 
that steam vessels were superseding sail- 
ing vessels on the lakes. He (Mr. McCal. 
lum) had no doubt that in a few years 
the trade would be conducted altogether 
by steam vessels with barges in tow. As 
to the Welland Canal there would be no 
difficulty in getting twelve feet of water. 
He took exception to the report of the 
Officer who was sent by the Roard or 
Works, contending that the cost ot the 
rock cutting at Port Colborne harbour 
would be much greater, and the time re- 
quired to perform the work much longer 
than as stated in the reports. He pointed 
out that it would save both time and 
money if instead of enlarging Port Col- 
_ borne end of the Canal the feeder to Port 
Maitland were made use of as the main 
bhannel. He trusted the Government 
would take this matter into consideration 
and have further surveys made before a 
final conclusion was determined upon. 
The same engineer whose report he held 
in his hand, had recommended the con- 
struction of a breakwater at the east side 
of Port Colborne harbour, 2,000 teet long. 
The prevailing winds, however, were from 
the west during the season of navigation, 
and instead of a breakwater at that point 
being of any real service, if would seem 
to be a catch water, and would destroy 
the harbour. If the Government should 
undertake to make a large expenditure 
for the improvement of Port Colborne 
harbour, even it a million were spent on 
the work. He believed it would be 
money ina great measure thrown away. 
He hoped the Government, would not, 
therefore, act in this matter without 
making further inquiry. for the result of 
making a large expenditure on that point 
would be only to show that a serious mis~ 
take had been made. He warned the 
Government now in time, and trusted heed 
would be given to the warning. 

The House then went into committee, 
Mr SCHATCHARD in the chair. The 
resolutions were adopted without amend~ 
ment, and the committee and reported. 
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Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE hooed the hon: 
gentleman intended to give some further 
information in regard to the Bay Verte 
Canal before proceeding further. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said it would be 
more convenient to the House if he gave 
full details when the item of Supply came 
up for consideration. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE assented. 

The resolutions were then read a first 
and second time. 


SUPPLY, 


On the motion of Sir GEORGE CARTIER 
the House again went into Committee of 
Supply upon the understanding that if the 
House was thin noitems should be pressed, 
to which there was no objection—Mr. Ste~ 
phenson in the chair. 

On the item of $14,000 to aid in the con- 
struction of a branch railway from the Ac- 
adian lron Mines, Londonderry, Nova Sco-~ 
tia, to the Intercolonial Railway, 

Mr. LANGEVIN read an Order in Couns 
cil that had been passed upon the subject, 
showing that the Government had imposed 
very sfringent conditions on the Mining 
Company which was to construct the foun 
dation of the road, the Government pro- 
viding the rails, ballast and spikes, and 
undertaking to work the road when com- 
pleted. 

The item was passed. 

On the item $200,000 for improvement 
of the River St. Lawrence between Montreal 
and Quebec, 

Mr. MACKENZIE asked if it was the in- 
tention, as he saw by a notice in the 
papers, to levy a tax to meet that expen- 
diture? 

Mr. LANGEVIN said the Minister of 
Finance had given notice to that effect. 

The item was passed. 

On the ltem $110,600 for North Shore 
Railway, 

Mr. BOLTON said that it was extaordi 
nary this road should cost $100,000 every 
year over and above its earnings. The 
working expenses amounted to 99 per cent. 
of the receipts, a per centage unexampled 
on any railway in the world. Its gross 
earnings were $400,000 and yet all that had 
been spent and $100,000 more. 

Mr. COFFIN did not understand how 
these railways should cost more every year 
to run and keep them in order than the 
receipts. From the fact that it had so 
greatly discouraged railway enterprise in 
Nova Scotia, he believed the Government 
should increase the tariff of charges in 
order to bring the income up to the expen- 
diture. ; 

Mr. BODWELL thought it would be bet- 
ter to sell them for what they would fetch 
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altogether to any company that would buy 
them. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the line 
from Halifax to Truro was a portion of the 
Intercolonial, and he did not suppose the 
hon. gentleman would propose to sell that. 
There was no doubt that when the Inter. 
colonial was finished the Government 
would have to take into consideration the 
administration of these railways or hand 
them over to an independent company. It 
must be remembered, however, that the 
experience of private railway corporations 
in Nova Scotia had not been very promising, 
The chief reason why the roads had lost so 
much was that they had been in a very bad 
state of repair when they passed into the 
possession of the Government, and between 
Halifax and Truro there were curves which 
greatly increased working expenses. As 
regarded the tolls charged he had com. 
pared them with the tolls on the New 
Brunswick Railways, and found there was 
very little difference between them. It 
was necessary to put the road in good re- 
pair in view of the increased traftic which 
would pass over it when the Interco'onial 
Railway was completed, and this was the 
reason why the sum in the estimates was 
required. The traffic was increasing and 
upon the year there would probably be a 
total increase of $15,000. The item then 
passed, 

On item $99,250 for the European and 
North American kailway, 

Mr. ANGLIN asked if the sum of $49, » 
750 included in this vote was sufficiont to 
provide rolling stock for the additional] 
traffic done on the road. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the amount 
was what the Superintendent of Railways 
had asked. There was a great want of 
rolling stock which he had been unable to 
meet, because the item had not passed the 
House ; he had advertised for tenders, und 
if the vote was passed to-night he would 
give the order at once tor what was neces. 
sary. The item passed. 

On the vote of $70,000 in sid of the 
temporary water supply of Welland Canal, 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN explained that the 
Canal would have to be deepened, Item 
carried, 

On the vote of $10,000 for Temiscouata, 
Metapediac and Huntingdon and Port 
Louis military roads, , 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE demurred to the 
proportion for the first named road, as it 
was not a military road. Item carried. 

Un the vote of $165,000 for planks and 
working expenses of the Red River road, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE objected to the 
plan adopted by the Government for the 
construction of the road. He thought it 
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would have been built cheaper by a com- 
pany. Item carried. ‘ 

On the item, $644.000, for public build 
ings 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE asked what rule 
had been adopted in reference to the 
building of custom houses and inland 
revenue houses at the small town of Three 
Rivers; there was $12,000 asked at Pictou, 
and if they were to adopt that policy, 
every tcwn ot the same size would make 
similar demands. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN explained that 
Three=Rivers was the third largest town in 
Quebec ; it was a growing place and an ex- 
tensive trade was going on there; it was to 
be connected with Quebec by railway, and 
generally was an important place. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE wished to know 
the general policy of the Government on 
the subject. * 

Hon, Mr. TILLEY replied that the policy 
of the Government was, if the means 
would justify the expenditure, to give 
buildings 1n towns where the revenue was 
considerable and the population over 
10,000, such buildings to be used as cus~ 
tom house, inland revenue office and post 
office, . é 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE also took objez 
tion to the item of $25,000 for custom 
house, post office and inland revenue office 
in British Columbia. 

The total for public buildings, $644,000 
was then carried. 

The committee rose, reported, and asked 
leave to sit again, and the House adjourn~ 
ed at cne a.m 


SENATE. 
WeEpDNEspAayY, 5th June, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o’clock. 


PETITION. 


Hon. Mr. OLIVIER presented a petition 
of Mutual Fire Association of Stanstead 
against a bill to incorporate Agricultural 
Assurance Company of Canada, and it was 
read at the table, and then referred to 
Committee on Standing Orders and Private 


Bills. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


Hon. Mr. DICKSON presented report of 
Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, favorable to reception of petitions 
from several Boards of Trade, and of J. 
Schultz and others, for railway objects, 
Also, on bills establishing St. Catherine’s 
Board of Trade, and incorporating Inland 
Marine and Fire Insurance Company, and 
London and Canadian Loan and Agency, 
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all of which were read a third time and 
passed. 


COPYRIGHTS. 


__ The House then went into Committee on 
_ the bill to amend the law respecting Copy, 
rights. 

- _Hon, Mr. OLIVIER in the chair. 

_ Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL expressed the 
pleasure he felt that Hon. Mr. Ryan who 

had always taken so deep an interest in the 

question was present to give the House the 

benefit of his knowledge of the matter. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
doubted the advisability of prohibiting the 
importation of books. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said it was the in- 
variable practice to prohibit importation 
of works which were copyrighted in Eng. 
land or the United States. 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU contended that the 
bill, if passec, would not only be antagon. 
istic to Imperial legislation but actually in 
conflict with a Treaty existing between 
Great Britain and France. The 15th and 
17th sections of the Imperial Act expressly 
stated that the rights of British copyrights 
should extend not only to Great Britain, 
but to all parts of the British dominions ; 
and yet it was now proposed to pass a bill 
in the face of that Imperial statute. He 
contended that even if the British North 
America Act gave the power in question, 
and he denied that it applied to anything 
except Canadian copyright works—it could 
not-be retrospective. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said the very pre- 
amble of the Bill stated the reasons why 
the Government believed Canada could 
legislate directly on such a question. He 
knew the Act referred to wasin existence, 
but it was contended that since it was 
passed the British Parliament had also pass- 
ed the British North America Act, giving 
the Dominion power to legislate with re-~ 
spect to copyrights; and it was a well un- 
derstood principle that when the Legisla- 
ture expressed opinion at different times, 
the latest expression was to rule. ‘The 
Union Act was broad, and applied to copy~ 
rights generally, and could not be limited 
as the hon. gentleman argued. As respects 
the Treaty with France, it could have no 
possible connection whatever with the 
matter before the House. That Treaty 
referred to French copyrights published in 
Great Britain; and he was surprised that 
the hon. gentleman should bring it up. 
Canada had representative institutions, 
- andit was claimed by the member for Wel. 
lington Division, and others that we had 
under these institutions the right to deal 
with such a question, and Imperial legisla- 
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tion could not affect us with respect to 
copyrights any more than it could in the 
case of patents. Under any circumstances, 
no harm could arise from the passing of 
the bill; on the contrary beneficial results 
must accrue for it would direct the atten. 
tion of the British Government to the sub- 
Ject. 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU again urged his view 
of the case. 


Hon. Mr. RYAN expressed his astonish- 
ment that the hon. gentleman (Mr.Bureau) 
should oppose a measure which, should it 
come into operation, would be a great 
benefit to avery important branch of in, 
dustry, especially in the city of Montreal. 
He showed that the bill had no reference 
whatever to the Treaty quoted by the hon. 
gentleman, and then went on to say that 
the Act of 1849 was passed with the view 
of benefitting the people of Canada; forat 
that time the publishing interest here was 
not able to compete with the same interest 
across the frontier in the production of 
cheap literature. The state of things, how- 
ever, was now very different, and it was 
felt that the present system was very in 
jurious to the publishers and printers of Ca- 
nada. As an illustration of the energy with 
which this branch of industry is now prox 
secuted, he mentioned Mr. Lovell of Mon- 
treal, who employs some 500 persons, many 
of them females. That gentleman had 
recently been offered very strong induce- 
ments if he would remove his entire es- 
tablishment to the United States. He ex- 
pressed himself emphatically in favor of 
the bill before the House, and contended 
that it was as just in principle, and would 
operate most beneficially, The measure 
was in the interest of the British author as 
well as the Canadian publisher. Sir C. 
Trevelyan, backed by the opinions of lead. 
ing English authors, warmly approved of 


| the policy of Canada in this particular. He 


was satisfied with the opinion given on the 
subject by eminent legal minds in this 
country, and believed that the result of the 
reference to England would be satisfactory. 
He trusted sincerely that every gentleman 
in the House would do all in his power to 
promote the interests of a very important 
branch of industry which was now laboring 
under great disadvantage. 

An amendment was added to the sug— 
gestion of the Hon. Mr. Ryan, making the 
excise duty not to execed 123 per cent on 
the wholesale value. 

The Committee rose and the amendment 
was adopted by the House. The bill was 
then read a third time and sent to the 
House of Commons—the money clauses 


being first omitted. 


995 Miscellaneous 


SECOND RHADINGS, 


Bills to incorporate Canada Agricultural 
Insurance Company, Levis and Sorel Boards 
of ‘lrade, was read a second time. 

After reception of several bills from the 
House of Commons, 

‘The House adjourned. 


—_—__——_ 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, June 5, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.20 
p. m. 


After routine, 
MISCELLANEOUS BUSIN&SS. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN presented a return 
to the address for the correspondence 
relating to the deepening of the Shippegan 
Gully. 

Mr. CHIPMAN enquired whether the Gov. 
ernment intended assisting the Windsor and 
Annapolis Railway Company, and if not, 
whether the Government would allow the 
road to be closed: secondly, whether the 
Legislature and Government of Nova 
Scotia had made an appeal to the Govern. 
ment in favor of assistance being granted 
to the Windsor and Annapolis Railway 
Company ; thirdly, whether, in the event 
of the road being closed, the Government 


would be prepared to refund to Nova. 


Scotia the million and a quarter of dollars 
contributed by the Province and the 
counties through which said road runs 
towards the cost of said road. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
Government could not do that without 
establishing a precedent sure to be invoked 
by other distressed companies; that the 
Government had under consideration 
what steps should be taken to protect the 
public interests in the event of the road 
being closed ; that an order-in Council had 
been passed and transmitted by the Gov: 
ernment of Nova Scotia which was now 
under consideration. ‘Che third part of 
the question was answered iz the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. CHIPMAN eaquiced whether it was 
the intention of the Government to vote 
any money or construct any federal works 
this year ator near “cott’s Bay, Well’s 
Cove, Rosse’s Creek, Bennett's Cove, Black 
Hall, Baxter’s Harbour, Hall’s Harbour, 
Chipman’s Brook, Canada Creek, Harbour- 
ville or French Cross Breakwater, and the 
piers of the Bay of Fundy, or at Apple 
free landing, or Oak Point in Mind’s 
Basin in King’s County. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that the esti. 


Hon. Mr, Langevin, 
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mates which had been brought down since 
this question had been placed on the 
papers, showed what the Government in~« 
tended to do in that respect. 

Mr. BARTHE moved for an address for 
the correspondence respecting the remu-« 
nerations of persons employed at St. Ours 
lock.—Carried. 

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) moved the 
House into Committee on the bill to 
divide certain polling districts in the 
County of Inverness, and to provide for 
voters’ lists therefor.— Carried. 

«he House went into Committee on the 
motion, Mr. Chipman in the chair. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said this was a 
bill affecting the general election law of 
the country, and he would like to know 
the view of the Government with regard 
to it, Would the Minister of Justice move 
the six months’ hoist as he said he would 
do with regard to all bills respecting the 
election law. 

Hon, sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
subject of the bill, as he understood it, was 
to increase the number of polling places 
in the county, the present number being 
too small to allow of all the voters being 
polled in one day. He could not see that 
there was any ground of objection to it, 
but if there was, the bill might stand over 
vn the question of concurrence. 

Mr. CAMERON explained that the bill 
did not affect the general law, but was ins 
tended only to remove a local inconveni- 
ence. 

The bill was then adopted, and the com- 
mittee rose and reported, when the bill 
was read a third time and passed. 


DANGEROUS WEAPONS. 


Mr. O’CONNOR, in the absence of Mr. 
Harri-on, moved the second reading of the 
Act to extend the law as to the carrying 
of dangerous weapons. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD had 
pointed out certain necessary corrections 
of the bill to the promoter of it. It was 
necessary, for instance, to define what a 
loaded pistol was. It might be loaded 
with water or anything else. It required 
other amendmenis also, and he would 
suggest that this bill, and others standing 
in the name of Mr. Harrison should be re- 
ferred to a professional committee of five. 

Hon. Mr. MAVKENZIE said, 1f he un- 
stood the remarks of the Minister of 
Justice, he agreed to the principle of the 
bill, whereas on a previous occasion he had 
objected to it 

fon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
bill went further than before, as it exempt- 
ed constables from the operation of the act, 
gave power to magistrates to allow the 


Business. 
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carrying of weapons, and provided that 


Dangerous 


persons in outlying districts could be ex- 


qneted from its operation by proclama- 
tion. 

ion. Mr. CAMERON (Peel) thought it 
should be referred to a special committee 
of five before the second reading. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said it appeared to 
- him that bills amending the criminal law 
should not be introduced except by the 
Government. He had not considered any 
of the bills: It struck him that very dan 
gerous consequences to the liberty of the 
subject might ensue from the proposal 
_Inade. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD— Which 
bill is that? Att. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE—The one providing 
for arrest by telegraph, 
_ Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD agreed 
that the principle of the bill was wrong. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the proposal of 
the hon. member for Peel was against the 
rules of the House, as no bill could be rex 
ferred to a select committee until it had 
passed the second reading. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said it 
was not in his power to prevent the intro- 
duction of any bill, and when such a bill 
was before the House it must be discussed 
according to its merits. There was great 
merit in the bill before the House. The 
member for West Toronto, who introduced 
the bill, was a gentleman of large practice, 
and had been largely engaged in criminal 
matters, and therefore might be considered 
an authority on such matters. That gen. 
tleman had told him (Hon. Sir John) that 
he had the authority ot the Judges of the 
Supreme Courts in saying that the impro« 
per use of firearms was greatly on the 
increase, and called for prompt action on 
the part of the Legislature. He thought 
the bill would have the effect of diminish— 
ing the practice of carrying fire-arms, and 
he pointed out that the biil introduced by 
the late Col. Prince making it a misdec 
meanor to carry slung shot, life preserv~ 
ers, bowie knives, &c., had a most marvel- 
lous effect on the country. When that 
bill was introduced, it had included re- 
volvers ; but it was thought that it went 
too far in that respect. and he (Hon. Sir 
John) had remembered the principle laid 
_ down in Blackstone of the right of parties 
to carry weapons in self-defence. He saw 
no objection to the second reading of the 
bill and thought that it should be referred 
to a select committee. 

Hon. Col. GRAY did not think there 

was any necessity for such legislation. 
There was nothing in the state of the 
country to call for it. 
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The motion for the second reading was 
then put and declared lost. 


STOLEN GOODS. 


Mr. CARTER (Brome) roved the second 
reading of the bill toamend the law rel: ting 
to advertisements respecting stolen goods, 
He explained that the object of the bill 
was to provide thst the action to be 
brought under the larceny Act, which this 
was proposed to amend, should be brought 
in the name o’ the Attorney General. 
Mr. Blake asked why this was necessary, 
and what evil it was intended to pre- 
vent, 

Mr. CARTER said at present an action 
could be brought against a newspaper 
without any inquiry being made into the 
circumstances. An advertisement might 
get into a newspaper 'y misiake and with- 
out the knowledge of the proprietors, and 
it was to protect them against vexatious 
actions that it was proposed that the At- 
torney General’s consent should first be 
obtained. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL seid that no 
specific case had been mentioned by the 
hon. gentleman showing the necessity for 
en alteration in the law. The object of 
the law originelly was to prevent the com-~ 
pounding of felony ; and he thought in the 
absence of any particular reasons for such 
a change, the law could not be amended 
speculatively. He was not in favor of giv» 
ing such Ciscretionary powers to the At- 
torney~General, as in cases 0‘ this kind it 
would expose them to the charge of hav- 
ing exercised their powers unfairly for po- 
litical and other reasons. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE agreed with the last 
observation, but the object of the original 
bill was to prevent wrong, while it might 
occasionally happen that when arrange- 
meats were mde privately to compound 
a felcny the chief meins were by adver~ 
tising in a newspaper, and the law as it 
stood, was calculated to prevent. the publi. 
cation of the advertisement and the com- 
mission of crime. ‘There being a fine of 
$25 for offences against the law, proprie- 
tors of newspapers took good care taat it 
should not be infringed, and he held that 
they snovld be required to bring proof 
that the existing law should be made use 
of for purposes of extortion before any 
change should be made. It was not suffi 
cient to say that a simil:r act bad been 
passed in England. ‘The circumstances 
there were quite different. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU opposed the bill 
on the ground that the same provision 
might as well be applied to all actions for 
the recovery of penalties. 

Hon. Mr. WOUD said the hon. member 
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for West Toronto had introduced the bill 
simply to show his learning, skill or re- 
search, cot because there was any neces. 
sity for such a measure. The hon, mem. 
ber had discovered that there was a sta- 
tute of the kind in England, and thought 
it should be initiated here, although no 
necessity had arisen for it. He [Mr, 
Wood] was opposed to burdening the 
statute books with such useless enacts 
ments. 

Hon. Sir JON MACDONALD was surx~ 
prised that the hon. member for South 
Brant should have spoken in that style of 
an absent professional brother. (Hear, 
bear.) He (Sir John) did not know 
whether the hon. member for West To- 
ronto was aware that any cases had occur- 
red in this country requiring a Legislative 
remedy of the kind proposed in the bill, 
If he did not know of such cases, it would 
have been better perhaps, if he had not 
brought in the bill; but it would be dis- 
courteous to throw it out until the hon. 
member had an opportunity of explaining 
his reasons for introducing it. The action 
referred to in the bill was not of the na— 
ture which the hon. member for South 
Brant had stated, for the law was that all 
the money should go to the informer. In 
England this had caused many vexatious 
proceedings, respectavle newspaper pro— 
prietors and publishers having been put to 
much annoyance by professional informers, 
and consequently a law had been introduc. 
ed for their protection. He did not doubt 
that such a law had been necessary there, 
and that it had produced beneficial practi- 
cal results. In justice to the framer of the 
bill, the debate shouid be adjourned, 
in’ order to allow him to explain why 
he had thought it expedient to intro. 
duce it. 

Hon. Col. GRAY said the hon. member 
for West ‘Toronto had informed him before 
he left that he thought the bill necessary 
in order to secure the freedom of the 
press and prevent newspaper proprietors 
from being subjected to harrassing ac- 
tions 

Th e debate was then adjourned. 


TEA AND COFFEE. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS gaid he had 
received a telegram to-day trom Washing- 
ton informing him that the House of Re. 
presentatives and the Senate there had 
concurred in a measure imposing a duty 
of ten per cent. upon tea and coffee im- 
ported from other countries than those 
eastward of the Cape of Good Hope. This 
would render necessary a reconsideration 
of the measure that had passed this House 
for the repeal of the tea and coftee duties, 


Hon. Mr. Wood. 
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and the Government would therefore intro. 
duce a new bill to meet this action of the 
American Congress. He trusted that the 
usual form would be so far relaxed as to 
allow him to move without the necessity 
of giving notice “That the House would 
on friday resolve itself into a committee 
of the whole to the consideration of a reu 
solution providing that if the United 
States impose a duty upon tea and coffee, 
imported from Canada, of ten per cent. 
more than if imported from any other 
country, the Governor in Council should 
be authorized to impose by proclamation 
an equivalent amount of duty upon tea 
and coffee imported into this country from 
the United States. (Hear, hear.) 

Hon, Mr. HOLTON said there was no 
objection as to the form, but hon. mem. 
bers might have something to say upon 
the subject when the resolution came ‘up 
on Friday: 

The motion was then agreed to. 


POLL BY BALLOT, 


Mr. TREMBLAY moved the second 
reading of the Act to provide for taking 
the poll at Parliamentary elections by 
ballot. He spoke in French in support of 
the bill. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
House would agree with him that the 
question could not be considered this 
session, and he moved that the bill be read 
a second time six months hence, 

Hon. Mr. DORION supported the princi« 
ple, which he said was very generally in 
force in countries having Parliamentary 
Government, and taough the matter could 
not be entertained this session he hoped 
the principle would be adopted by a large 
majority next session. 

Mr. JONES did not think the principle 
applicable to Canada. In England there 
might be reasons for the adoption of the 
ballot, but in Canada the voters were free 
and independent, and he thought it the 
more manly way to vote openly. In the 
United States there was more corruption 
at elections than anywhere. 

Hon. Col. GRAY said the operation of 
the ballot in New Brunswick had not been 
injurious, but the present bill was very 
incorrect in its details. If the system of 
New Brunswick were adopted there would 
be no difficulty. 

Mr. JOLY supported the principle of 
the ballot, denying that there was more 
violence at elections in the States than 
elsewhere; and said that if there was 
violence there now, how much more 
would there be if the ballot were not in 
force. 

fhe members were called in and a di- 
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vision taken on Hon. Sir John Macdonald’s 
motion, which was carried. Yeas, 104: 
nays, 43. 


va 1e 
Returning 


RETURNING OFFICERS. 
Mr. FOURNIER moved the second read. 


y ing of the bill to provide for the nomination 


of Returning Officers for the next general 
election of members for the House of 


~ Commons. 


Hon. Mr. DORION said the object of the 
bill was to reinstate the law as it had been 
before Confederation, or in other words, 
to provide that those who were returning 


“officers before Contederation should be 


hereafter returning officers, thereby tak- 
ing away from the Government the power 
of appointing returning officers. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD thought 
the question was fully disposed of by Par- 
liament last session, when it was delibe- 
rately agreed that all the laws relative to 
élections should be continued, except in 
so far as altered by the British North Ame~ 
rica Act. It was then settled what the law 
should be at the next general election, 
and he could see no reason for altering 
the decision of both Houses of Parliament 
last session, there having been no change 
of circumstances. He would, therefore, 
move ‘ that the bill be not now read, but 
that it be reada second time this day six 
months.” 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE charged the Minister of 
Justice with inconsistency in having voted 
the bill of the member for Victoria, N.B., 
the principle of which he had voted against 
last session. He had warned the hon. 
gentleman, and would do so again, that a 
large portion of the people of Manitoba 
would be disfranchised during ihe next 
election, owing to the manner in which the 
voters’ list had been prepared unless a 
special act on the subject was passed dur- 


ing the present session. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
stated in his previous remarks that there 
was no change of circumstaaces between the 
passing of the Act of last session and the 
present time. He could not say the same 
in respect to the bill of the member for 
Victoria, because there was a marked dif: 
ference in the circumstances. The hon. 
gentleman had said that a certain portion oi 
the Dominion would be disfranchised. 
Such would not be the case. He did not 
require any warning from his hon. friend to 
keep him to his duty. He had been in 
Parliament and held office for many years 
and thought his legislation would be found 
quite as complete as that of his hon. friend 
trom West Durham, should;that gentleman 
have the opportunity of serving so long. 
As to the appointment of returning officers, 


66 


[(Junz 5, 1872.] 


“news it contained. 


Officers. 1002 


he appealed to the House and the country 
to say whether the power vested in the 
Government by the British North America 
Act was misused or abused at the last 
general election. Neither in the House 
hor out of it had there been a single 
attack made upon the conduct of a return- 
ing officer. 

Hon. Mr. DORION asked how about 
Kamouraska. 

Hon. SirJOHN A. MACDONALD replied 
that there had been a row there, but there 
had not, he thought, been any charge of 
impropriety of conduct on the part of the 
returi.ing officer, who in that instance was 
the registrar, and the very man who would 
be appointed if the bill under discussion 
became law. The Government took great 
pains at the last general election to see that 
proper persons were selected for returning 
officers; and would do the same in future. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said the Minister of 
Justice had averred his responsibility for 
the bill of the member for Victoria. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE argued to the 
same eftect as the member for Chateauguay, 
and said that it had been denied by the hon. 
gentleman’s own organ, and he must now 
be recognized as proprietor of a newspaper. 

Hon, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—And 
a good newspaper, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—Yes, a good 
newspaper, but he could not say so of the 
! To return to his sub- 
ject, that organ had denied the responsi< 
bility of the bill, but the hon. gentleman 
had at last acknowledged the fact. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
had never averred that he knew anything 
about the bill of the member for Victoria. 
The hon. gentleman was in the House and 
he was at liberty to question him on the 
subject. 

Mr. COSTIGAN said he had been repeat- 
edly asked how the Government felt in re- 
gard to this bill, to which he had replied 
that he had never spoken to them or they 
to him in reference to the bill. 

Hon. Mr. DORION argued that there 
were at least ten constituencies in the Pro- 
vince of Quebec disfranchised through the 
action of the returning officers at the genes 
ral elections. 

It being six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 
THE ANTICOSTI COMPANY, 


Mr. WORKMAN moved concurrence in 
the amendmeuts to the bill to incorporate 
the Anticosti Company. 

Mr. CHAUVEAU said the bill should 
have been initiated in the Quebec Legisla~ 
ture. There were certain powers in the bill 
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confer. 
venient ; it was beginning at the wrong end. 
Hon. Mr. DURION defended the bill, say- 


ing that the chief powers which were sought 
were powers under the control of Parlias 
The company which it was pro- 


ment. 
posed to incorporate intended to develop 
the resources of Anticosti where, according 
to Sir William Logan, there were a million 
acres of as good land as any in Ontario or 


Quebec; and he (Mr. Dorion) thought no 


obstacle should be thrown in the way. 
The motion was then carried. 


MONTREAL TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON moved the House 
into committee on the bill to extend the 
powers of the Montreal Telegraph Co. He 
said that this bill had been allowed to 
stand for some time on the orders, in the 
hope that an arrangement would have 
been made by the Montreal Telegraph 
Company with the Nova Scotia Telegraph 
Company in the sense that was understood 
when the bill was before the Railway 
Committee. The negotiations, however, 
had failed for the present, and as a num- 
ber of gentlemen from Nova Scotia who had 
withdrawn their opposition to the bill in 
the belief that this arrangement would 
have been entered into, had left for home, 
he did not feel at liberty to proceed with 
that part of the bill that had been ob» 
jected to, and that gave power to the 
Montreal Telegraph Company to extend 
its wires into Nova Scotia. He had had a 
conference with the President of the 
Council upon the subject, and had agreed 
with him to except Nova Scotia altogether 
from the operation of the bill for the 
present. He would move an amendment 
in committee to extend the powers of the 
company to New Brunswick, Manitobaand 
British Columbia; but that clause of the 
bill relating to Nova Scotia be struck out. 
It was probable that during the recess the 
negotiations for the purchase of the Nova 
Scotia telegraph lines by the Montreal 
Company, which involved negotiations 
with a foreign company, the Westera 
Union Telegraph Company, would be 
brought to a satisfactory conclusion. 

fon. Dr. TUPPER said there could. be 
no objection to the bill as it would be 
amended by the hon. gentleman. 


The House went into committee on the 
amendments made and reported, and the 
bill was read a thiid time and passed, 


lon. Mr. Chauveau. 
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which were under the jurisdiction of that 
After they had been obtained 
it would have been time to have come to the 
Dominion Parliament to ask for the powers 
which Parliament alone had the right to 
This kind of legislation was incon~ 


Tilley. 
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BILLS ADVANCED. 


Mr. GIBBS moved the second reading of 
the bill to incorporate the Dominion Trust 
Company. Carried. The bill having 
passed through committee was read a 
third time and passed. 

Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) moved the second 
reading of the bill to incorporate the Bank 
of Manitoba.—Carried. The House went 
into committee on the bill, which being 
reported was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. GIBBS moved the second reading of 
the bill to incorporate the Ontario Ship- 
ping and Forwarding Company.— Carried. 
The bill went through committee, was 
read a third timeand passed. 

The following bills were also read a 
second time, referred to committee, adopt- 
ed, and then read a third time and passed. 

An Act to change the name of the Dis< 
trict Permanent Building Society of Mon- 
treal into that of the Loan and Landed 
Credit Bank—Mr. Paquet—and to grant 
certain powers to the Bank. An Act to 
incorporate the Board of Trade of the Town 
of Chatham—Mr. Stephenson. An Act to 
incorporate the Superior Bank of Canada. 
—Mr. Kirkpatrick. An Act to incorporate 
the St. John Board of Trade—Hon. Mr. 
An Act to incorporate the £t. 
Clair River Railway Bridge and Tunnel 
Company—Mr. Morrison (Niagara); an 
Act to incorporate the Detroit River Rail- 
way Bridge Company—Mr. Morrison, 
(Niagara); an Act to incorporate the Co- 
teau and Province Line Kailway and 
Bridge Company—Mr. Macdonald (Glen-~ 
garry); an Act to amend the St. Lawrence 
and Ottawa Railway Act—-Mr, Shanly. 


RETURNING OFFICERS. 


Hon. Mr. DORION renewed the debate 
on the bill to provide for the nomination 
of returning officers for the next general 
election of members for the House of 
Commons. For a period, he said, of from 
twelve to fifteen years after the Union the 
appointment of returning officers was 
vested in the Government, and it was 
found that great impartiality was shown by 
these officers in favor of the Government 
appointing them. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU was not in the 
House when the bill was passed last ses~ 
sion, but in reading the debates thereon 
he had noticed that the member for Ho- 
chelaga had moved an amendment which 
certainly was not in favour of returning to 
the old system. ‘That system, if renewed, 
would vest the power of appointing Rex 
turning (flicers for the Dominion elections 
in the hands of the local authorities who 
might be hostile to the Dominion Governs 


1005 


ment. The hon. gentleman had made an 
-_ unfortunate statement as to the corruption 

_of Returning Officers if the bill under dis. 
cussion became law. With nine excep- 
tions, the whole of the Returning Officers 
of the Province of Quebec were Registrars 
or Sheriffs, and the Government were com- 
pelled to appoint four out of the nine 
owing to the absence or employment else 
where of the Sheriffs and Registrars. The 
trouble at Kamouraska had been greatly 
exaggerated, and the returning officer at 
the last election would still hold that office 
if the amended bill was passed. The re- 
turning officers had a very knotty question 
to decide in regard to duplicate lists. One 
of them had gone to him for advice and he 
had replied that the Government should 
not give an opinion on the subject, and 
told the applicant to get the best legal 
advice he could. Ifthe hon. gentleman 
had had any charges to make, he should 
have presented them at the time, in order 
that an investigation could be had. They 
should at least give the bill passed last 
session a fair trial. 

Mr. ANGLIN said it was quite unders 
stood that the bill passed last session was a 
temporary measure, merely to provide, as 
the Minister of Militia then stated, for any 
possible election that might take place in 
the meantime, and that a general election 
law was to be passed during the present 
session. 

Hon. Sir G. B. CARTIER would explain 
‘the extraordinary assertion of the member 
for Gloucester. It would appear that the 
hon. gentleman had not read the bill, nor 
listened to the debate when introducing 
that bill. He (Sir George) expressly stated 
to the House that the measure was 1n vlew 
of the general election, as they could not 
alter the system during the present ses~ 
sion on account of British Columbia en« 
tering the Union, and would not have 
‘time during the last session of the Parlia= 
ment to alter the lists. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY was surprised at the 
speech of the hon. member tor Gloucester. 
The bill of last session left New Bruns- 
wick in precisely the same position as in 
1867. ‘ 

Messrs. BELLEROSE and CH AUVEAU 
sooke in French against the proposed 
measure. : 

The members were called in and the 
vote taken on hon. Sir John Macdonald’s 
motion, with the following result—yeas, 
95; nays, 53. 

BILLS OF EXCHANGE. 


Hon. Mr. CAMERON (Peel) moved the 
second reading of the Act to amend the 
law relating to bills of exchange and prox 
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missory notes. Hereferred to the differ- 
ent clauses, and said that in committee 
he proposed to provide that the bill should 
come into operation on the Ist October 
next, so as not to affect bills now drawn. 
Carried. The bill passed ahrough comw 
mittee, was read athird time and passed. 


VOTERS’ LISTS. 


Mr. ROSS (Victoria, N.S.) moved the 
second reading of the bill to provide for 
the revisal of voters’ lists for the election 
to the House of Commons in a certain dis~ 
trict in the County of Victoria, N.S. Care 
ried. The bill passed through committee, 
was read a third time and passed. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 
the House go into committee on Friday 
next on a resolution to provide for the 
imposition of harbor and tonnage dues at 
Montreal, to make good to the Consolix~ 
dated Revenue Fund the sum voted for 
improving the navigation of the St. Law« 
rence between Montreal and Quebec. 
Carried. 

SUPPLY. 


The House went into Committee on 
Supply, on the item reported from the 
Committee of Supply to meet the increase 
under the Civil Service Act, or possible 
new appointments in the Civil Service. 

Hon. Sir GEUKGE CARTIER moved 
that the item be reduced from $25,000 to 
$10,000. Carried. 

Oni the item $70,000 to aid the Provinces 
to encourage emigration, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE objected strongs 
ly, as the Provinces would bein no way 
accountable. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS defended 
the vote and had perfect confidence that 
the Provinces would properly apply the 
money. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER referred to the con« 
ference on emigration where the delegates 
of the Local Government stated that there 
was a want of means when it was decided 
to help the Local Governments in the 
matter of assisting emigration, and could 
not understand what objection the mem- 
ber for Lambton could have. The Local 
Governments were fully responsible to 
their respective Legislatures, and there 
could be no misappropriation. There 
would be great advantage from the co-opex 
ration of the Dominion and Local Govern- 
ments, and the proposed action would 
commend itself to the House and the 
country. The amount was comparatively 
small for the purpose intended. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL thought there 
was no direct responsibility by the Local 
Governments in the matter, and that there 
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was force in the objection on that ground, 
The object might be yood, and the money 
might be properly expended ; but if the 
practice of making grants to the Local 
Governments became general, it would be 
unsafe and unconstitutional. If Parlia- 
ment chose to make the Local Governx 
ments their trustees some return ought to 
be made of the expenditure. 


Hon. Mr. BLAKE said there was no ar- 
rangement between the Local and Domie 
nion Governments as to such a grant. He 
thought the provision was a mode of alter- 
ation of the British North America Act to 
the Constitution of the Local Legislatures. 
The grant would only have the effect of 
increasing the general revenues of the Lo. 
cal Governments contrary to the British 
North America Act, and the course was a 
most dangerous one, 


Mr. CONNEL thought the proposition 
was an experiment, and there was strong 
reason that it should be carried, as every 
effort should be made 
tion, though he entirely differed from the 
principle of grants to the Local Govern- 
ments. 


Hon. Mr. WOOD said everybody desired 
to encourage emigraticn, but whether the 
present grant would further the desired 
object more than if the amount Were ex- 
pended by the Dominion Government was 
very doubtful, The vote wasa simple de- 
crease of the subsidies of the Provinces, 
though no doubt it was proposed with the 
best possible motive. Ontario had voted 
$80,000 for emigration purposes, and 
could not expend any further sum. 
He hoped that the Government would 
not press the matter, as it might lead to 
trouble, 


_ Hon. Sir JOHN MACDON ALD said that 
In his opinion there was no constitution- 
ality in the matter, as tie people of the 
country were a free people, and had a right 
to do with their 
pleased, and it was absurd in the nine. 
teenth century for the representatives 
ofa free people to fetter themselves in 
the matter of spending their own money. 
Immediately after the first session of the 
present Parliament the Government of the 
Dominion made an attempt to act in con- 
cert with the Governments of the Pro- 
vinces of the Dominion on the subject of 
emigration, as it was evident that the Do- 
minion Government, without the aid and 
assistance of the Provincial Governments, 
were without any real power to promote 
emigration. At that time they had no 
increase of land and no means of offering 
cheap or free lands to anyone, and they 
were without reliable information to con- 


Hon. Mr. Macdougall. 


Committee 


[COMMONS] 


to induce emigra-__ 


money exactly as they 
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vey to emigrants in Europe, and it was 
evident therefore, that unless there was 
joint action on the part of all the Govern. 
ments there could be no efficient system 
of emigration. The Government of the 
Dominion, therefore, communicated with 
all the Provinces, and representatives were 
sent to a conference by Ontario, Quebec 
and New Brunswick, and an agreement for 
joint action was come to, the General Gos 
vernment agreeing to appoint agents for 
Europe for the purpose of disseminating 
such information as should be furnished 
on the authority and responsibility of the 
Provincial Governments to the Dominion 
Government, and it was understood that 
the Dominion Government would appoint 
agents on the main line, while the Local 
Governments would have local agents to 
distribute the emigrants to the different 
points where they might be required. At 
the following session, the Dominion Gow 
vernment got votes for the purpose, and 
he might say that the Dominion Govern- 
ment had always been in advance of the 
Governments of the Provinces in their 
exertions in favor of emigration. From 
the large works in progress in Canada and 
the United States, and the extension of 
bounds of the Dominion, a great demand 
for labor arose : and in consequence of the 
general desire for a renewed and increase 
ed effort in favor of emigration, a confer. 
ence was held recently, at which repre. 
sentatives were present from every Pro. 
vince in the Dominion, including even 
British Columbia These representatives 
set themselves to work out a scheme for 
general action, but the representatives of 
the Lower Provinces pointed out that-their 
requirements were so peculiar that the ef: 
forts of the agents of the vominion were 
only benificial to Ontario and Quebec, 
while their wants were set aside. The 
emigrants they wanted were fishers and 
miners, and if the Dominion really de- 
sired to help them to develop their mine. 
ral resources and their fisheries, they must 
assist them to have special agents and to 
make special efforis themselves. The Go. 
vernment told the representatives that 
they had no power to make any pledge of 
assistance, and that they believed that 
Parliament would vote an amount for the 
purpose of aiding the different Provinces, 
and he believed the Local Governments 
had since calculated with some confidence 
that the vote would not be thrown over by 
Parliament, and he was sure it would nou 
be thrown over, so that. without reference 
to the constitutional question he would ask 
the House to accept the proposal for the 
presene year, leaving it hereafter to be 
fought out on a larger scale, and ona ques. 
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tion more worthy of dealing with the con- 
stitutional question. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said we had a 
right to yote as much money as we pleased 
for emigration purposes, but he did not 
believe we had a constitutional right to 
vote money and hand it over to the Local 
Governments to expend ; and he protest~ 
The expendi- 
ture would not be accounted for to this 
Government, and he contended that the 
money shonld be paid to the respective 
Governments in proportion to the num- 
ber of emigrants brought into the country. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
the object of providing that acertain sum 
should be paid to the different Provinces 
out of the Dominion Treasury was to meet 
to a certain extent the large revenue they 
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had given up to the Dominion, and a bare 


gain was made by which the Government 
of the Dominion were to pay a certain sum 
for that surrender. They were uot bound 
however, not to exceed that sum, the 
amount agreed upon being an assurance 
that they would never receive less. He 
contended that this Parliament had a per. 
fect right to do what it liked with its own 
money, and he instanced Ireland as a case 
in point, and referred to the motion 
brought in by Mr. Maguire at the 
last session of the Imperial Parliament on 
the ground that that country had not re- 
ceived the amount agreed upon according 
It was then con- 
tended, and he believed established, that 
country had received a great deal more. 
He alluded to the fact that Her Majesty’s 
Government had declared that the addi- 
tional subsidy to Nova Scotia was perfectly 
constitutional, and reported that there 
was no unconstitutionality in the present 
vote. ; 

Mr. MILLS maintained that the grant 
asked for was unconstitutional, and that 
the effect would be that the Provinces 
would look to the Parliament of Canada 
for any money they required instead of 
taxing their people. 

Hon. Sir GHORGE CARTIER rep‘ied 
that he was surprised at the argument of 
the member for Bothwell, and muintained 
that there was nothing unconstitutional 
involved. 

Dr. SCHULTZ said that whether the 
grant was unconstitutional or not it was a 
very wise course. He could not under- 
stand why Monitoba should be overlooked. 
It was true that a large sum had been ex. 
pended on the Dawson Road. ‘The 
population was small, but the extent of 
territory for settlement should be con 
sidered. 

Mr. ANGLIN had no doubt of the cor- 
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rectness of the matter constitutionally, as 
Parliament could deal with its money as it 
chose. 

Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne) complained 
that it should be urged that because 
money had been spent on the Dawson 
Road, nothing more should be done for 
Manitoba, 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said they 
were giving cheap passages and in other 
ways assisting emigrants by free grants of 
land, and that was quite enough, in his 
seta for promoting emigration to Mani- 
toba. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said last year 
$90,000 had been spent in sending emi- 
grants to Manitoba. 

Hon. Mr. POPE said no grant was given 
to Manitoba because the whole of the land 
belonged to the Dominion. 

The item was declared carried on dis 
vision. 

On the item for the Temiscouata, Metax 
pediac, and Huntingdon and Port Louis 
Roads, 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN, in reply to Mr. 
Mackenzie, explained that the Temiscouata 
road was in very bad repair, and until the 
Intercolonial was complete, it was abso- 
lutely necessary that it should be kept in 
good order, as it was the only road between 
Canada and New Brunswick. 

The item was carried on division. 

In reply to Mr. Mackenzie, 

Hon. Sir GHORGE CARTIER said to- 
morrow the Militia Estimates would be 
proceeded with. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE complained of the 
Distribution Bill not being in the hands of 
the members. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER promised 
to call the attention of the Minister of 
Justice to the matter. 

The House then adjourned at 12:10. 
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SENATE. 
Tuourspay, 6th June, 1873. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o’clock. 


PILOTS. 


Hon. Mr. AIKINS presented to the House 
a Return to an Address to His Excellency 
the Governor General dated May 1872, 
praying His Excellency to cause to be laid 
before this House, a copy of any corres - 
pondence which has taken place between 
the Department of Marine and Fisheries 
and the Imperial Board of Trade in Lon- 
don, relative to the relaxation of the Rules 
and Regulations relating to the granting 
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of masters’ certificates of competency to | that of the Canadian Pacific will be. Un 


Pilots on the Lower St. Lawrence. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


Hon. Mr DICKSON from the Commit- 
tee on Standing Orders and Private Bills, 
reported favorably on “an Act to amend 
the Act to incorporate the Canadian and 
European Telegraph Company.” 

Also on ‘‘an Act to incorporate the Do- 
minion Water Works Company.” These 
Bills were read a third time and passed, 

Hon. Mr. HAMILTON, from Committee 
on Banking, Commerce and Railways, re. 
ported favorably on Bills respecting Hali- 
fax Banking Company and Great Western 
Railway. The latter was read a third time 
and passed. 


THE CANADIAN PACIFIC R. RB. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL, on moving the 
second reading of the Bill respecting the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, said that its obs 
ject was perfectly familiar to hon. gentles 
men, inasmuch as it carried out the ar~ 
rangement contemplated at the time the 
Union was effected with British Columbia. 
It was suggested at the time the resolutions 
were passed last session, that a reasonable 
subsidy in money—some ten or twelve 
thousand dollars a mile—and a land grant 
of some 50,000,000 acres would probably 
accomplish the object we had in view, 
Many members in both branches of the 
Legislature were of opinion that a larger 
quantity of land would be required, Exes 
perience, however, had shown the Govern- 
ment that the object can be accomplished 
within the terms mentioned in the Bill. 
Those terms were $30,000,000 in money, 
and 50,000,000 acres inland. The interest 
On the money was of course quite within 
the power of the Dominion to grant with- 
out at all unduly pressing upon the re- 
sources of the people. Fortunately for 
the Dominion, we were passing through a 
season of great prosperity, and we had every 
reason to hope that this enterprise will add 
to that prosperity. The other arrangements 
in the Bill were of a very simple character, 
and provided that the road shall be cons 
structed by one or more companies If it 
were necessary those companies could am- 
algamate, and failing that the Government 
could resort to some other means of gets 
ting the road constructed. The road at 
this end was to commence to the south of 
Lake Nipissing Comparing our line with 
the Union Pacific, it would be found more 
easily constructed, while the natural feas 
tures of the country are in every way supe 
rior. A large portion of the American line 
ran through the arid waste, while the altis 
tude was several thousand feet higher than 
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der these circumstances our road could be 
constructed more advantageously by any 
company. It would be of course the ob- 
ject of.such a company to settle their 
lands as rapidly as possible, and in that 
way become actually immigration agents. 
Hon, Mr. LETELLIER DE ST, JUST did 
not intend to oppose the bill inasmuch as 
we are bound to construct it in accordance 
with the measure passed last session, but 
he felt compelled to state some objections 
he had to the scheme of construction. He 
admitted that the natural features, as 
stated by the Hon. Postmaster General, 
were in favor of the Canadian line, but he 
thought nevertheless bafore we went into 
an undertaking the Government ought to 
have more definite information than they 
have now with respect to its cost. If we 
compared the terms now offered with the 
actual cost of the American lines, it would 
be found that they would be entirely in-~ 
adequate, He found that the whole cost 
ofthe Union Pacific and Central Pacific 
was some $205,000,000. The cost of our 
road compared with the Union Pacific 
would be $270,000,000; compared with 
the Central Pacific it would be $205,000, - 


‘000. As the $80,000,000 offered by the 


Canadian Government was clearly inade. 
quate for so great an undertaking he was 
afraid we would have in connection with 
the work a repetition of all the blunders 
we have.had in the past. 

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—What assistance did 
the American line receive from the Fede- 
ral Government ? 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST.— 
The Government under this Kill intend 
giving only some $11,000 a mile. The Go- 
vernment of the United States, on the 
other hand, granted on the whole length 
of the Pacific line some $30,000 a mile. 
We were actually to build our line for two- 
thirds less. It was true we were giving a 
larger amount of land, some 19,000 acresa 
mile. But the two roads in the United 
States had received the same advantages 
from the Government; they got on the 
average $32,000 a mile in money, and 12,« 
800 acres of land per mile. When we com- 
pared the distances of the lines, we must 
see that the Bill did not provide a suffi- 
cient amount of money. A large portion 
of the Central and Union Pacific roads ran 
over fertile plains just as our own line 
would. Of course when we reached the 
mountains we would also have to contend 
with difficulties. From the Lake of the 
Woods eastward we would find obstacles 
equal to those encountered by the Ameri~ 
cans in constructing their two lines. He 
would not be surprised to find that the 
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road would cost us in the end $200,000,0 
instead of $30,000,000. It was a ieien 
to make estimates more favorable, but 
our experience taught us to place little re- 
_ liance on them, and he preferred being 
_ guided by facts like those he was quoting 
from the record of American railway con= 
struction. 
Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—Was not the 
_ money grant of the American railways sim- 
_ plya loan? 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST.~— 
That made no difference as respects the 
_ cost, though it might affect the Company. 
‘The contractors might be inconvenienced 
_ in the money market, but they would go 
- on with the road and the cost of its con. 
struction would be no greater. He-did not 
_ mean to urge we should not build our line, 
but what he wished to urge was that we 
should not be too hasty in undertaking 
_ what may hereafter seriously cripple our 
- resources. We all knew that the Inter— 
colonial Railway had made very slow pros 
gress so far. The estimates made by the 
original contractors were too low and the 
contracts had finally to be annulled. No 
_ one knew when the road would be finished 
_ or how much it would cost. 

_ Hon. Mr. MITCHELL.—The road will be 
- completed within the estimates of the 
_ Engineer. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST said 
_ that it would be time enough to speak 
positively on this question when further 
_ progress was made with the road. As re- 
_ spects the general features of the bill, he 

did not see that they required any parti« 
_ cular comments, but he must say that he 
- regretted that the Government should go 
- into so Jarge an enterprise without actuals 
_ ly knowing what it would cost. He spoke 
earnestly on the matter, because he did 
_ not wish to see the country hereafter pre- 
_cipitated into difficulties on account of our 
_heedlessness in the present. 

Hon. Mr. CARRALL took issue with the 
hon. gentleman as to the probable cost of 
the Canadian Pacific line. He had taken 
some pains to inform himself on the sub~ 
ject, and was of opinion that the road 
- could be constructed on the terms offered 
' by the Government. The money given by 
the: nited States Government was in the 
_ shape of a loan, whereas the bill under con. 
sideration offered an actual subsidy, He 
reminded the House that to British Col- 
-umbia belonged the honor of originating 
_ the idea of this grand continental Railway. 
It was true the matter had been talked of 
before, but it was not until the scheme of 
union was mooted that the railway project 
assumed adefinite shape. Weail felt that 
_ the Union could never be a reality unless 
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we had the railway binding the tw 
together by indissoluble links of ihe the 
construction of the railway would develope 
a noble extent of country ; it would divert 
to the. North West that stream of Euro- 
pean emigration that had hitherto been 
directed to the South West. We had now 
territory enough but no population and 
the immediate result of the completion of 
the line would be to people that wilder« 
ness. He had confidence in the future of 
this country, and believed there was no 
danger whatever of embarrassing our re- 
sources In connection with this line. Even 
if it were to cost much more than antici- 
pated, the country could afford ‘it. The 
additional population brought into the 
country would scon enable the Dominion 
to meet the obligations incurred. He 
pointed out the superior advantages ot the 
Canadian line in respect to the soil of the 
country, climate and altitude, as compared 
with the American lines. Heyreterred to 
the great stimulus the line would give to 
trade with the countries of the China sea 
ana the benefit the Dominion would there- 
by receive. It would develop mineral re. 
sources now entirely dormant, and add 
immensely to the wealth of an already 
prosperous country. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DEST. JUSI said 
that calculating the 19,000 acres of land 
at $1 an acre, and adding to the $11,000 of 
money we had $30,000 a mile as the grant 
of our Government against the $32,000 a 
mile given by the United States Govern- 
ment, 

Hon. Dr. CARRALL—A dollar an acre 
was too little. He knew that the land 
would be worth from $8 to $10 an acre; 
and he spoke from his knowledge of its 
value <n the Pacific line—through Nebras- 
ka for instance. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL said that there 
were just two points on which he felt com- 
pelled to make a few observations. All 
confessed that we must pass the Bill in or- 
der to carry out in good faith the engage- 
ments of the Dominion with British Cols 
umbia. Even if we had not made those 
engagements public opinion was fully 
alive to the necessity of opening up the 
vast country to the North West. He con- 
tended that the terms offered by the Bill 
were amply sufficient to provide for the 
construction of the !ine. ‘The natural 
characteristics of the route, as compared 
with the American line, were entirely in 
favor of the Canadian road. From seven 
to eight hundred miles of the American 
railway were through the American de~ 
sert, Accordfng to the hon. member from 
Granville, the American subsidy was $32,- 
000 a mile. Now the Canadian Gov- 
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ernment gave as a_subsidy—not as 
a mere loan secured by mortgage, —$12,000 
in money per mile—supposing the distance 
to be 2,500 miles. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST, JUST— 
The statement was made elsewhere by Sir 
(George Cartier that the distance would be 
probably 2,700 miles. 


Hon. Mr.. MITCHELL based his state. 
ment upon the best authority, and that was 
the official report of the Engineer. The 
Americans gave some 12,800 acres of land, 
whereas we are to grant 20,000 acres a mile, 
and there could be no doubt whatever as to 
its very superior character. Those lands 
were well watered, abounding in mineral 
and other resources, and affording every 
advantage to a company who wished to em-~ 
bark in a profitable undertaking. The 
money grant and land subsidy together, 
therefore, amounted to a value of $32,000, 
or a far larger sum when we consider the 
money is not a mere loan, and the land is 
greater in quantity and more valuable for 
settlement. Companies of the wealthiest 
capitalists in the country were now ready to 
come forward and assume the construction 
of the road on the terms offered to them. 
American capitalists were also equally 
ready to embark to-morrow in the same 
undertaking. In view of all these facts it 
was idle to say that the Government were to 
undergo any risk in legislating for the con- 
struction of a work which entailed no un 
due burthens on the Dominion, and which 
would in the future largely increase the 
wealth and prosperity of the whole country. 
As respects the remarks made by the hon. 
gentlemen on the subject of the Intercolo- 
nial Railway, he explained that it was a 
mistake to say that all the original contrac+ 
tors had broken down; for a number of 
them, the Messrs. Worthington among the 
rest, had completed or were carrying on the 
work in accordance with their first ofters. 
After an experience of four years the Go 
vernment were in a position to say that the 
cost of the Intercolonial Railway would be 
within the sum originally estimated by 
them. The Government had been obliged 
by public opinion to accept the lowest ten. 
ders, and had not been in the same position 
that private companies would be had they 
undertaken the construction of the road. 
On the whole, however, the work was pro- 
gressing most satisfactorily, and nine- 
tenths of the line would be completed 
before eighteen months had passed away. 

Hon. Mr. FERRIER gaid that he had been 
among those who had believed from the 
first in the advantages of Confederation, 
and he was row proud to know that the 
results had borne himout, He had now no 
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hesitation whatever in saying that the con- 
struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
was absolutely necessary to the develop. 
ment of our Western territory, and that 
Canada could safely enter on its construc. 
tion under the terms offered by the Go- 
vernment. ‘Ihe grant of land and money 
together was amply sufiicient to induce re. 
liable Canadian capitalists to engage in the 
undertaking with every prospect of carry~ 
ing it out successfully. He calculated the 
land at a dollar an acre, and that would give 
$20,000 a mile; that sum together with the 
money subsidy, of $12,000 would make 
$32,000, or £8,000 currency per mile, Now 
he had before him the figures of the cost of 
the Grand Trunk Railway, and he found 
that the section between Richmond and 
Quebec. (and none of the sections exceed- 
ed the cost of that particular one) includ- 
ing land damages,—an important item 
which would be saved in the case of the 
Canadian Pacific—rolling stock, stations, 
&c., was £7,000 sterlingamile. In view of 
this fact, gentlemen must see that there 
could be no difficulty whatever in inducing 
companies to undertake the construction of 
the line. ‘The terms offered by the Go- 
vernment were far more favourable than 
those given by the United States; for in the 
case of the American Pacific line the loan 
granted to it still lay on the road as a first 
mortgage. He maintained that not a 
single dollar more will be required for the 
construction of the road now offered. 
Similar predictions of financial embarrass~ 
ment were thrown out at the commence - 
ment of Confederation, but we were never 
in amore flourishing condition than we are 
at present. He believed the Canadian 
Pacific Railway would be as beneficial to 
the development of the Dominion as the 
Grand Trunk road had certainly been, 
Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD expressed his gra- 
tification at hearing the statements made 
by the hon. member for Montreal ; for they 
certainly disabused his mind with respeet 
to the cost of the Grand Trunk, and proved 
that the road had been constructed more 
cheaply than most colonial lines, It was 
quite clear that after the legislation of last 
year we had to pass a bill to this effect. 
He believed all the provisions of the mea- 
sure were most favorable to the country, 
and were quite sufficient to achieve the 
object in contemplation. The terms, 
judging from the remarks made that day, 
were far more favourable than those given 
to the American lines. He congratulated 
the Government on the decision they had 
arrived at, to construct the road on a nar- 
row gauge; and that fact alone would 
lessen the cost of construction and work; 
ing. Under all the circumstances he con- 
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_ sidered the bill as decidedly in the inte- 
rests of the Dominion. 
_ ,_ Hon. Mr. RYAN might refer to some 
_ details of the bill in Committee, but he 
must say that he thought with respect to 
the cost the best plan would be to strike 
an average between the high estimate of 
_ the hon. member for Grandville, and the 
very low one of the other gentleman near 
him (Mr. Ferrier). The House should re« 
collect that the road had to be built in an 
entirely wilderness country, that supplies 
_ and labor had to be transported at a large 
expense. In the case of the Grand Trunk 
it had been built in a populous district, 
fron, too, was vastly enhanced in price. 
Hon. Mr. LOCKE said there was little 
use discussing the question, inasmuch as 
_ the construction of the road was a part of 
the agreement made for the admission of 
British Columbia. . 
. Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL regretted to hear 
his hon. friend opposite (Hon. Mr. Letel- 
lier De St. Just) convey ‘the impression 
_ that this country had in the past ems 
_ barked rashly in railway undertakings, 
Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE Sr. JUST 
explained that he had merely gaid_ that 
_ there was a tendency to go beyond the 
_ estimates in public enterprizes, 
- Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that there 
_ was no country which had its railways at a 
less burthen upon the people than Canada 
_ at the present moment. We had given a 
certain sum of money to the Grand [runk 
Railway, and a smaller amount in the case 
of the Northern Road, but our total liabi« 
_ lities in connection with railway enterpris 
ses were insignificant compared with what 
_ they would be had we done as otherdepens 
_ dencies, and guaranteed a certain amount 
_ upon the capital expended in constructing 
such works, , 
Hon. Mr. MCDONALD (British Colum- 
bia) expressed his gratitude at the willing- 
ness displayed by the House to carry out 
the agreement with British Columbia in the 
most perfect good faith. ‘he people of 
_that colony, whilst believing the railway 
_ would be a great advantage to them, at the 
_ same time looked upon it as a grand nati- 
onal undertaking, intimately connected 
_ with the future prosperity of the whole 
_ Dominion. Looking at the harbors of the 
_ Kast and West, and at the vast resources of 
_ the couatry lying between the two oceans, 
it was easy tosee that the railway would be 
of incalculable benefit to the commerce of 
the Dominion. He referred to Mr. Fiem- 
ing’s report to show the strong reasons we 
had for building the road, and then went on 
_ to state he had heard the remarks of Hon. 
Mr. Ferrier with very great pleasure, as that 
hon. gentleman was. well understood to be 


66 


Canadian 


[Jone 6, 1872] 


Pacific Railway. 1018 
an excellent authority on matters of railway 
construction. We all knew that in these 
days of enterprize and rapid commercial de.- 
velopment, undertakings which would not 
have been dreamed of a quarter of a cens 
tury ago were commenced and carried out 
with remarkable rapidity. Even if we had 
only half a day’s advanta ge in our favor, the 
preference would be given to our line over 
other routes, so great was the demand for 
despatch in the markets of the world, In 
constructing the work, we would necess« 
arily bring in a large population to develope 
the country which was now a wilderness, 
and thereby increase the wealth of the 
Dominion from ihe Atlantic to the Pacific 
Oceans. The scheme of uniting the two 
Oceans had been talked ot for a century, 
but it was only now that it had assumed a 
definite shape, and was likely to become a 
reality. 

Hon. Mr, HOLMES would not discuss the 
question, inasmuch as public opinion was 
unanimous as to the necessity of going on 
with the road. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 


SECOND READINGS, 


The following Bills were read a second 
time : 

Bill respecting 
Church in Canada. _ 

Bill incorporating Toronto Corn Ex- 
change: Association. 

Bill incorporating Accident Insurance 
Company. 

The House adjourned, after receiving 
two Bills from the Commons. 


Wesleyan Methodist 


HOUS# OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, Thursday, June, 6. 
The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.15 
p.m. 
DIVORCE. 


Hon. Col. GRAY presented the report of 
the Special Committee on the bill for the 
release of John Robert Martin. 


PUBLIC WORKS, 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN introduced a bill 
to remove doubts under the Act respecting 
the Public Works of Canada. The bill was 
read for the first time. 


TRADE WITH 'THE WEST INDIES. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN presented the cor- 
respondence relating to trade relations 
with the West ladies. 


Judge 
EXPLANATION. 


Hon. Col. GRAY wished to correct a 
statement made in a local newspaper, that 
he had, in the debate the other day, said 
the ballot in New Brunswick had not 
worked well; whereas he had stated ex- 
actly the reverse. 


MUSKOKA. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD presented 
the petition of the inhabitants of the Dis- 
trict of Muskoka for representation in Par. 
lament. 


LOSSES IN MANITOBA. 
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Hon Sir FRANCIS HINCKS presented 


additional returns relating to claims for loss 
in Manitoba. 


SUPPLY. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House again into Committee of Supply. 


JUDGE JOHNSON. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON said he would now in- 
vite the judgment of the House upon the 
subject of the motion of which he had given 
verbal notice. That subject had reference 
to the employment for a period of nearly 
two yeais of Mr. John:on, a Judge of the 
Superior Court of Lower Canada, on public 
duty in Manitoba, during which he had re- 
ceived first his entire salary as Judge; se- 
condly, a still larger salary as Recorder of 
Manitoba, and thirdly, various perquisites 
which appeared in a return before the 
House. The points he would call attention 
to were that this payment of additional sal- 
ary was in direct contravention of the law 
of Lower Canada, under which the Judge 
was appointed, and that these large pay- 
ments in excess of the emolument fixed by 
law were calculated to impair the indepen. 
dence of the judiciary, he did not propose 
to assail the Government in any violent 
terms in this matter; he believed they had 
beenledintoerror. It was natural tosend 
Judge Johnson to Manitoba in view of his 
long experience, but he thought it was not 
judicious ; and to have kept him there with 
more than a double salary, was quite inde- 
fensible. He hoped, therefore, the Go~ 
vernment would meet the resolution by a 
frank statement that they had been led 
to error, and that they proposed remedy- 
ing it in the best practicable way. Hethen 
moved as follows;:—': That all the words 
after ‘That’ be left out, and the following 
inserted, ‘It appears from a return now 
before the Hour that the hon. F. G, John. 
sonaJudge oft e Superior Court in Lower 
Canada, received between the first of Sep~ 
tember, 1860, and the 5lst of March, 1872: 
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per annum, $4,800; second, salary as Re- 
corder of Manitoba, from 3rd of Septem- 
ber, 1870, to Ist of March, 1872, at £800 
sterling per annum, $5,818.34; thirdly, ex- 
penses to Fort Garry to organize judiciary, 
$1,400 ; fourthly, to defray expenses of the 
several commissions of which he has 
charge, $1,000, forming a total sum of $13,- 
018.34; and that in the opinion of this 
House these payments, so largely in ex. 
cess of the emoluments fixed by law, and 
embracing as they do a second salary ex» 
ceeding that payable by law to the said 
judge, and in addition thereto for the long 
period of nearly a year and a half, are cal- 
culated to impair the independence of the 
judiciary and are in contravention of the 
spirit of our laws designed to secure the in~ 
dependence of the judges.” 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Government could not allow this motion to 
be submitted to a vote without an explan- 


.| ation from them. He would give that exs 


planation himself, as, the appointment of 
Judge Johnson had been made during the 
absence from ill health of the leader of the 
Government. All would recollect the hard 
struggle and difficulties which had accom-~ 
panied the passing of the Manitoba Act in 
1870. One of the provisions of that Act 
was that the laws and all offices at that time 
existing were to be continued in force until 
the local laws should be altered by the 
Local Legislature of that Province. Dur- 
ing the discussion of that measure, they 
had the advantage of the presence of 
Judge Black, Recorder of Manitoba, who 
had held that office under the Hudson’s 
Bay Company. Seeing that when the Man- 
itoba Act came into operation, judicial in- 
stitutions would necessarily have to be con« 
tinued until altered by the Local Legisla- 
lature. Judge Black had intimated that 
he was desirous of obtaining leave of ab- 
sence, in fact that he had obtained leave of 
absence for six months, to go to England. 
He (Sir George) had done ali that he could 
to induce Judge Black to remain, and had 
pointed out to him that it would be almost 
impossible for the Dominion Government 
to obtain the services of a Recorder having 
the requirements and knowledye necessary 
in order to carry Out the Administration of 
Justice in that immense territory. The 
only promise that could be obtained from 
Judge Black was that he would not at once 
resign his office, and he (Sir George) 
had urged upon him that, after 
consulting his friends, he skould re- 
turn if unly for a year to give time for the 
Legislature to re-arrange their judicial in-~ 
stitutions. Unfortunately, however, afew 
months afterwards, an official letter was 
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received through the Colonial Secretary, 
advising the Government that the Judge 
could not continue his services as Record. 
er. “he Government had then to look 
about for some suitable person to fill the 
office, even if only temporarily. It was 
then that Judge Johnson’s name had come 
_ to his mind. It was known that Judge 
Johnson, had acted as Recorder of the 
Hudson’s. Bay territory for upwards of 
eight years, and besides that he had for 
one year acted as Governor of Assinibcine, 
_ a district extending sixty miles from Fort 
Garry, which was the centre of the couutry. 
After considering the matter, the Govern. 
ment had authorized him (Sir George Car. 
tier) to communicate with Judge Johnson. 
He had done so with diffidence, because it 
was to ask him merely to take a tempox 
rary appointment, and to go and adminis- 
ter justice in a province which it might be 
said had only just emerged from a state 
ofinsurrection. He(>ir George) had urged 
Judge Johnson to comply with the request 
of the Government, if only for one year. 
That was all that was wanted at that time. 
It was explained to him that unless the 
Government of Quebec would give him 
leave of absence, he could not be appoint- 
ed, and he (Sir George) had agreed to 
communicate with the Government of Que- 
bec on the subject, and the leader and At» 
torney-General of that Government seeing 
the difficulty of our position, consented to 
the proposition. The hon. member for 
Chateauguay had fallen upon an act pass 
ed in 1849, when Sir Louis Lafontaine was 
Attorney-General. Two acts were passed 
in that year, one to organize the Superior 
Court of Lower Canada, and the other to 
organize the Court of Queen’s Bench; and 
Sir Louis Lafontaine, not liking the ap-~ 
pointment by Governor Sydenham of Sers 
geant Stuart, to watch and regulate the 
ordinances of the special council, which 
then existed, put a clause in the bill in 
order to prevent any judge from sitting in 
the Legislature, and from holding any 
office of emolument under the Crown. 
This was a move, as it were, to secure the 
freedom ot Parliament from the presence 
of judges, more than anything else. ‘The 
Act of 1849 was a local one, applying to 
Lower Canada only, and if it were not for 
the present Independence of Parliament 
Act, a Judge could be elected to the House 
of Commons or called to the Senate. The 
Act in fact, was passed solely to meet the 
political state of things existing at that 
time. ‘The member for Chateauguay relied 
now on the same arguments as he had 
used in bringing forward his motion as to 
the appointment of Judge Johnson as 
Lieutenant-Governor. But in 1852 or 1853 
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an Act was passed giving power to the Go- 
vernment to grant leave of absence to a 
Judge from illness, and to appoint an 
assistant Judge in his place during such 
leave. He was not amenable to the pro» 
visions of the law of 1849, but could not 
be deprived of his salary after the passing 
of the Act of 1852. The services of Judges 
were often required for the discharge of 
public duties, such as the Seignorial Com. 
mission. And as the power to grant leave 
during absence was not considered suffi- 
Clent to cover such cases, in 1860, power 
was taken to appoint assistant Judges dur- 
ing their absence, from illness or from 
other general reasons. This had been done 
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‘at his (Sir George Cartier’s) instance, when 


he was Attorney General, and Parliament 
coincided on the reason given, viz., that it 
might happen that the services of a Judge 
might be required for some public duty 
which might be consonant with his judicial 
duties- He would not discuss whether the 
law were right or wrong. The question as 
to leave of absence, was for the Local 
Legislature. With regard to the employs 
ment of Judges he would again allude to 
the appointment of Judges Caron and 
Morin in the codification of the laws of 
Lower Canada. It might be said that there 
was a law passed authorizing it, but it 
was passed merely to provide a larger 
salary; that was all, as the law as to leave 
of absence could have covered the case so 
far as their employment was concerned. 
He then referred to the objections of Judge 
Lafontaine in the case just alluded to,who, 
however, on a case being pleaded before 
him, had to acknowledge that the Govern- 
ment had the power, and Judge Mondelet 
held the office of assistant Judge for five 
or six years, and no one had challenged 
the legality of his Act. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON— Did he get two sal- 
aries ? 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER—No, but 
then he was not asked to go toa country 
where there was an insurrection. The ap- 
pointment of Judge Johnson was to some 
extent necessary, inasmuch as even in 
that country no such proper person could 
be found. It was necessary that the aps 
pointment should be filled by some one 
who could speak French and English, and 
who should be acquainted with what had 
been done with the Hudson Bay Company 
as the governing power. When the Judge 
was told that his services were wanted, he 
asked what salary be would receive, and 
he was told that he would receive that al« 
lowed by the old law to the Recorder, 
which was equal to about £300 sterling. 
Judge Johnson was also instructed that he 
would have to enquire into the state of 
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the law with a view to the criminal law 
necessary to be introdueed into Manitoba 
and the North West, and that he would 
have to act as Recorder both for Manitoba 
and the North West. The appointment 
was made, and had now lasted for some 
twenty months, and it was only a few days 
ago that the member for Chateauguay fell 
accidentally on some statute, and thought 
he had caught a tartar. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON—TI think you have 
caught a tartar. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER—No. He 
had now shown the legality of the appoint. 
ment of a recorder, 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON quite agreed with 
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that, but the appointment was contrary to. 


the law of Lower Canada by which he oc- 
cupied his position as Judge, and therefore 
that position was voided. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER -The hon. 
gentleman was wrong, as the law he refer. 
red to had been amended. The appoint- 
ment had only been made for a year, and 
every one, both inside and outside of the 
House approved of it ; and last year,when 
the item came upon the estimates for the 
administration of justice in Manitoba, he 
distinctly stated that the amount would 
have to cover Judge Johnson’s salary. 
There was now an act before Parliament 
providing for the appointment of Judges 
in Manitoba, agreeing with the act only 
recently passed by the Legislature of Mans 
itoba, and when that act became law, 
Judge Johnson’s appointment would cease. 
The member for Chateauguay admitted 
that no better appointment could ‘have 
been made, and therefore, as_ there 
was no question as to the legality or use- 
fulness of the appointment, the only ob«= 
jection left was as to the money. Would 
any member in his senses imagine that 
Judge Johnson would have consented to 
leave the quiet discharge of his judicial 
duties and go to a country which had just 
emerged from trouble, where there were 
so many difficulties, and where the cost of 
living was so high, if he had been told that 
he must give up his salary as Judge? 
Judge Johnson, however, Went, and after 
enquiring into the state of the law, he fur. 
nished the Government with the most use- 
ful suggestions as to the criminal law re. 
quired for Manitoba, which was carried 
out but last year. He was not there be~ 
cause he chose, but he accepted the ap~ 
pointment on being requested to do so as 
a patriot and public man. He had dis. 
charged his duties well, and the work hav 
ing been well done the objection of money 
should not be raised, Had not an immense 
amount been spent in military expeditions 
and in making roads, and now when in the 
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discharge of duties the most delicate and 
difficult, the Judge had acted so well, why 
should the money be objected to? In ad~ 
dition to this, the double salary was not 
the act of the Government only, but of the 
Parliament which had voted the necessary 
money to pay an assistant Judge, and also 
for the administration of justice in Maniv 
toba, which was understood to include the 
payment of Judge Johnson’s services 
The action of the Government had 
therefore ben endorsed by Parliament, and 
he had no doubt but the House would give 
the vote which the Government expected 
from its supporters. The motion was a 
vote of want of confidence, and he there- 
fore desired to bring the matter before the 
House so that the friends of the Govern« 
ment could see whether the Government 
had not acted well. 

Hon, Mr. DORION could not understand 
the legal argument of the Minister of Mili« 
tia, and he did not see how the cases he 
referred to bore upon the subject in hand. 
He would not follow the circular line of 
the argument the hon. gentleman had 
adopted, but would quote the plain law, 
and hoped the Minister of Justice would 
state his view of the matter, as the ques- 
tion came peculiarly within his province, 
The law provided that no Judge could hold 
any other office of profit under the Crown 
so long as he continued to be a Judge, and 
he maintained that, if Judge Johnson 
ceased to be a Judge, he had no right to 
receive a salary for that position; and if 
he did not cease to be a Judge he could 
not hold another place of profit. He hoped 
those who de-ired todo right, and who 
desirei to prevent the administration of 
justice being interfered with at the caprice 
of the Government, would not accede to 
the appeal of the Minister of Militia. He 
maintained that the cancellation of the 
appointment was an admission by the Go~ 
vernment that it was illegal, as if Judge 
Johnson was the best man for the position, 
and the appointment was legal, why was it 
cancelled? Judge Johnson himself, speak 
ing of the matter, seemed to admit the 
illegality of the appointment, and he quot~ 
ed from a report of a speech recently made 
by the Judge in Manitoba, reported in the 
Toronto Mail. When his hon. friend the 
member for Chateauguay, received the 
assurance that the appointment had been 
cancelled, he certainly understood that 
Judge Johnson should not be continued in 
another office. It was from no ill-feeling 
towards Judge Johnson that this motion 
had been brought forward, for every man 
in Lower Canada held him in consideration, 
but it was simply ia fulfilment of a public 
duty in order to point out that the law 
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had not been complied with. The motion 
raised by question was whether J udge 
Johnson should receive two. salaries, or 
whether asum amounting to more than 
$13,000 should have been paid to him in 
eighteen months, being, in addition to his 
salary as a judge, more than had been rex 
_ ceived by the Governors of Ontario, Que- 
_ bec, New Brunswick or Nova Scotia. The 

argument of the Minister ot Militia that 
the Government had a right to give Judge 
Johnson leave of absence, and then, dur- 
ing that leave, to appoint him to another 
office, was a contradiction of the special 
provisions of the law. He (Mr. Dorion) 
had read in contravention of the letter and 
spirit of the Act to secure the indepen- 
dence of the Judges. He contended fur. 
ther that the motion was nota motion of 
want of confidence. 

Dr. SCHULTZ was afraid the hon. mem. 
ber for Hochelaga had been led into error 
as to the views of Judge Johnson by the 
telegram that had appeared in the Toronto 
Mail. That telegram might have given an 
incorrect report of what he had said. He 
(Dr. Schultz) had an opportunity of con- 
versing with Judge Johnson while he was 
on his way to Manitoba, two days after his 
appointment had been cancelled. On that 
occasion he had stated distinctly that there 
were no good grounds for cancelling it. 
He had said, however, that he was only too 
glad it had been done, as he did not like 
the Province as a place of residence, and 
had only accepted the appointment to 
oblige the Government. This conversa- 
tion occurred at Breckenridge about a 
month ago, while Judge Johnson was on 
his way to the Province. He (Dr. Schultz) 
could not allow the debate to pass without 
stating what he knew to be a fact, that 
Judge Johnson’s appointment as Lieut.- 
Governor would have been most accept- 
able to the people of Manitoba. As Record. 
er he had had a most difficult task to dis~ 
charge, but he had performed his work 
well. If he had received a salary in addis 
tion to that which he derived from his 
judgeship in Lower Canada, there were 
many circumstances, such as the high price 
of living and other extra expenses, which 
fully warranted the Government in paying 
the additional sum. (Hear, hear.) 

The House then divided on the amend. 
ment, which was lost on the following divi- 
sion:—Yeas, 58; nays, 92, - 

The House then went into Committee— 
Mr. STREET in the chair. 

The Militia estimates were then taken 
up. On the item, $33,740 for salaries oj 
military branch and district stafi, _ 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
contemplated expenditure for the next 
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year was the same as last year, with the 
exception of $49,000, which additional sum 
was necessary to meet the expenses of 
the enrolment of the militia that wag to 
take place under the Militia Act next 
March. ‘lhe enrolment of the entire 
militia of the country was a necessary pro- 
ceeding. The number of men in the 
several classes of the country had to be 
ascertained ; but the enrolment was useful 
in another respect; it indicated the total 
population at shorter intervals than at 
which the decennial census was taken, 
The last enrolment had been of service in 
that it proved the correctness of the census. 
That enrolment had been made two years 
ago; and it showed the aggregate number 
of militia men in all the Provinces to be 
694,000. Of these 321,000 were in Ontario; 
222,000 Quebec; 59,000 New Brunswick ; 
and 84,000 in Nova Scotia. If these 
figures were multiplied by five—the enrol- 
ment of militia being about one in five of 
the population—it would give a total of 
3,472,000, which was almost the same num. 
ber that had been returned by the last 
decennial census. When the comparison 
was made in regard to each of the Pro. 
vinces, the remarkable correspondence 
between the figures of the enrolment and 
census would be further observed. ‘lake 
Ontario for instance. Ontario, the popula- 
tion of which, according to last census, 
was 1,620,000 ; the last enrolment showed 
the total number of militia men to be 
321,000 which, multiplied by five, gave a 
total of 1,600,000 ; the difference being so 
small as to prove the accuracy of the 
census. In Quebec the enrolment gave an 
aggregate of 222,870; which, multiplied 
by five, gave a total of 1,114,000, or very 
nearly the figures of the ceasus. In New 
Brunswick the enrolment gave a total of 
56,923; which multiplied by five, made 
299,000; while the population by the 
census was shown to be 285,000. In Nova 
Scotia the militia enrolment showed 84,- 
000; which, multiplied by five, gave 
420,000, while the census gave the popula- 
tion at 387,000: He thought the compari- 
son would be accepted by the committee, 
because it showed, as he had stated at the 
outset, that the militia census was useful, 
not only as checking the decennial census, 
but as giving at shorter intervals an aps 
proximate estimate of the total popula~ 
tion of the Dominion. There were two 
batteries of artillery organized, one at 
Kingston and one at Quebec, numbering 
about 200 men—100 at Kingston, and 130 
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besides officers at Quebec. That at Kings- 
ton furnished twenty men to garrison the 
fort at Toronto, while tat at Quebec sup- 
plied twenty men at Montreal, and ten at 
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Levi to take care of the fortifications 
handed over to the Dominion. For the 
smell sum of money asked the country 
_ was obtaining a very useful service. Be- 
sides two batteries there were 300 men in 
Manitoba, about seventy of whom were 
entitled to their discharge, and would 
have to be replaced, so that the garrison at 
Fort Garry should be maintained at 300 
men. Thus the number of men under 
arms wzs about 540 men. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE—That is the 
standing army. (Laughter.) 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER— Yes, and 
he must acknowledge that they had not 
in the whole force a more zealous or gal- 
lant officer than the member for Lambton. 
The beginning, though small, was a good 
one. ‘he training in camp last year had 
had a most beneficial influence on the or- 
ganization of the active militia, which 
consisted of about 43,000 men. Last year 
arrangements were made for 18,000 or 
20,000 men to go into camp, but 23,000 
men actually went, and there were com-— 
plaints that the remainder were not able 
take part in the training. This year the 
Government intended to provide for 10,- 
000 additional men, and this increase was 
the amount to be voted. Out of 45,000 it 
was proposed that 33,000 should go into 
camp, so that there would be no room for 
complaint from officers or men that they 
could not participate in the generosity of 
Parliament. When the estimates were 
under discussion last year he explained 
that the Government had purchased stores 
and amunition from the Imperial Govern- 
ment at a cost of about £160,000 sterling, 
and that it was arranged to pay that 
amount in three equal annual instalments 
of $270,000. Already one instalment had 
been paid, and a smaller sum was included 
in the estimates, and would have to be so 
again. But he desired to mention that 
the total amount of the vots asked repre. 
sented more than the annual expenditure 
by $270,000. and every one who at all 
understood the difficult question of the 
defence of the country would agree that, 
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with the money placed at the disposal of | 


the Government, they did as well as any 
other couniry. The former Adjutant.Gener- 
al, the galiont Col, McDougall, who, to the 
satisfaction of «ll who know him, now 
occupied such an important position in 
Kogland, and than’ whom no one took 
more interest in the progress of the militia 
of Canada, had wriiten to him (Sir George) 
saying that his Canadian experience was 
of great service to him in reporting to the 
Imperial Government on the organization 
of the army. He would not now go fur- 
ther into the matter, but as the items 
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came up separately, he would be happy to 
give any explanation that might be asked. 

In reply to Mr. BLANCHET, Hon. Sir 
George added that the intended promotion 
of the Adjutant General and Deputy Ad- 
jutant General, as authorized last session, 
was under the consideration of the Gov~ 
ernment, and he hoped that very soon the 
intention of last session would be carried 
out, as the promotions were no doubt 
necessary to correct anomalies that new 
existed; in addition the necessity in a 
military sense, each officer deserved the 
promotion from the manner in which his 
duties had been discharged. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked in what 
way the Imperial works were to be main- 
tained ? ; 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
item (of $12,500 for the care and mainte. 
nance of properties transferred from the 
ordnance and Imperial Government was 
intended to cover the expenditure in 
question. As yet, many repairs had not 
been needed, as the Government did not 
mtend in any way to increase the fortifica- 
tions at present, but simply to maintain 
what now existed in good repair. 

Mr CARTWRIGHT asked whether the 
amount of $50,000 asked to provide for 
10,000 additional men going into camp for 
sixteen days was not very inadequate. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
only additional item necessary on their 
going into camp was their rations, which 
cost about twenty cents a day per man. In 
reply to Mr. Koss (Prince Edward), he 
added that, as to the formation and com. 
position of the camps, a meeting had been 
held, at which all the District Adjutants 
General were present, and the conclusion 
arrived at was that no battalion would be 
forced to enter camp, but that if any de. 
clared that they desired to be exempted 
they could be so. j 

The committee then rose, and it being 
six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 
COPYRIGHTS. 


A bill was received from the Senate to 
amend the law with respect to copyrights. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
object of the bill was to protect the copy- 
rights of English authors in Canada. It 
was in the interest of authors rather than 
in those of the London publishers, and was 
approved by some of the most distinguish- 
ed writers, among them, Froude and Cara 
lyle, whose opinions upon the subject he 
read to the House. It was important that 
the authors, who were now at issue with 
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the publishers, should be kept on the side 
of Canada as they were now, becsuse they 
believed the law proposed would protect 
their interests. He moved the first read. 
ing of the bill. 

The motion was carried. 


RAILWAY BONDHOLDERS, 


Hon. Col. GRAY moved the House into 
committee on the bill to do justice to the 
bondholders in the case of the Houlton 
Branch Railway Company of New Bruns« 
wick. He said that upon the second 
reading a discussion had taken place upon 
the constitutional point involved in the 
bill. This difficulty he proposed to get rid 
of by making two amendments, first, by 
declaring. ex post facio, that the deben~ 
tures issued by the town of St. Stephen 
were good, the other giving power to the 
Local Legislature to pass an act legalizing 
the debentures. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE and Hon. Mr. 
WOOD objected that no such power could 
be given by Parliament, and upon the 
suggestion of Hon, Sir John Macdonald 
the bill was allowed to stand over. 


FRONTIER RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The amendments made by the Senate to 
the Act to incoporate the Quebec Frontier 
Railway Company were read a second 
time. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following bills passed the preliminary 
stages and were read a third time and 
passed :— ; 

Act to incorporate the Northwest Com+ 
pany. 

Act toamend the Act of Incorporation 
’ of the Western Insurance Company. 

Act to incorporate the Imperial Guar- 
antee and Loan Society. 

‘Act to incorporate the Canada Improve- 
ment Company. 

Act to incorporate La Banque Ville 
Marie. 

Act for granting certain additional 
powers to the Ottawa, Vaudreuil and 
Montreal Railway Company. 

Act to amend Act incorporating the 
Canada Central Railway Company. 

Act to incorporate the Quebec Pacific 
Railway Company. 


SUPPLY. 


The House then went into Committee 
of Supply, on the militia estimates, Mr. 
Street in the chair. ie 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON had desired to elicit 
some expression of the policy of the Gov- 
ernment. He had hoped that as the pas~ 
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sage of the treaty would establish perpe~ 
tual amity with the neighboring country 

the Government would have reduced the 
estimates by at least two thirds, and that 
they would have saved enough on the 
militia estimates to neutralize the burden 
of the construction of the Pacific Railway 

Then there would have been tangible re— 
sults from the Treaty. They ought to 
diminish their Militia expenditure. What. 
had it done for them in the past? What 
was it doing? What would it do in the 
future? What need was there for it? It 
was not only actual expenditure, but the 

young men were teken from the industry 
of the country at a great sacrifice’ The 
whole thing was an unmixed evil, without 
any compensating advantage. He had 
hoped the Government would reduce the 
expenditure to a maximum of $500,000. 

which would be quite sufficient to main-— 
tain a skeleton organization, witha view to 
increasing it on emergency. Perhaps at 
another stage he would take the sense of 
the House on the question. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
hon. gentleman was iaising a large ques~ 
tion. As his remarks showed he was op 
posed to any organization of the militia 
strength in order to maintain peace 
throughout the Dominion. Taking into 
consideration the immense extent of terri 
toiy, the sparse population, and the large 
number of Indians, estimated at 180 000, 
the idea that a nation could be formed or 
the peace maintained without the assistance 
of a militia force was so childish and un- 
meaning that it required no reply. The 
words of the hon. member, however, 
would be repeated outside, and therefore, 
weak as they were, and unavailing as they 
were, they must have some answer. The 
idea of a nation not even providing for in- 
ternal peace was absurd. What was being 
done this year was only a continuation of 
a system that had been going on for five or 
six years. In 1865, when the deputation 
went to England, it was there agreed that 
the late Province of Canada should spend 
for the defence of the country, at least 
$1,000,000 yearly. Since then the Domin- 
ion had been formed by the addition of all 
the other provinces and the great North 
West; yet the present expenditure, dex 
ducting the amount to be paid to the Im« 
perial Government on the purchase of 
stores, $270,000, only amounted to about 
$1,200,000, $200,000 more than was agreed 
to be spent by the old Province of Canada, 
alone. The united organization was a 
peace establishment necessary for the 
maintenance of internal peace, and there 

eg no more reason to reducejthe expen~ 
diture now than there was two or three 
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years ago. ‘The member for Chateauguay 
said no advantage at all was derived. 
Well, the hon. gentleman was rather of a 
trozen temperament, and could not realize 
the enthusiasm of the men of the militia 
and officers, among them of his neighbor, 
the gallant Colonel, the member for Lamb. 
ton, who was one of the most energetic of 
volunteers. ‘Then again, there was the 
gallant Colonel Ross, of Prince Edward, 
belonging to the same political party, who, 
when the pay was not forthcoming was so 
gallant and generous, that he paid his 
own men to enable them to answer the 
call of the country. ‘There were numbers 
like these, and the member for Chateau: 
guay should ask them whether what they 
were doing was no good. It gave an op- 
portunity throughout the length and 
breadth of the country of showing the 
militia enthusiasm, and it was most useful 
in order to maintain the peace of the 
country, and to give character and zeal to 
the institutions of the country. He refer. 
red to the efforts being made in England 
where all energies were being directed to. 
wards the reorganization of the army to 
make it more efficient. In the case of 
Prussia it was shown what was the advan« 
lage of having a good militia organization, 
and though France was yet bleeding, she 
was reorganizing in order that her further 
eXistence a8 a nationality should not be 
put in jeopardy as it very nearly was in 
the recent struggle. ‘he hon. gentleman 
stated that it was a loss that the young 
men should be directed from their occu- 
pation, but the young men were willing to 
do so, and they should not be met in their 
patriotism and zeal by such expressions as 
those which had fallen from the member 
for Chateauguay. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said our militia 
system had been so far one of expediency, 
and it could not be said to be based on any 
principle. We found an almost universal 
desire expressed for the ballot, and there 
could be no question that that was the 
fairest mode of obtaining militia service 
At the same time there was a feeling 
against anything like a conscription. He 
was unable to form an opinion as to the 
particular mode in which the service 
should be conducted. It was necessary to 
have a certain body of active militia. ‘The 
force has been maintained to a great ex. 
tent by the excellent spirit prevailing 
among the people. While thousands of 
our young men entered the service purely 
from patriotic motives, many entered in a 
spirit of frolic aud from a liking to play 
soldiers. lt was necessary, therefore, to 
consider whether it was possible to main- 
tain the force without recourse to the bal- 
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lot.. He was not dispcsed to take very 
decided ground with regard to it. The 
hon. gentlemen had reasoned that, from 
new relations consequent on the Washing. 
ton Treaty, there would probably be no 
necessity for frontier duty. If that were 
correct, a much smaller body of men 
would serve the purpose, and that small 
body might be maintained more efficiently. 
As to the annual drill of sixteen days, the 
whole torce should be required to perform 
it, and it should not be optional with in- 
dividual bodies to do eight or sixteen 
days as they might choose, as that would 
tend to weaken the force. A rule should 
be laid down peremptory on the point to 
apply to all. He advocated an increased 
rate of pay with a reduced force, so as to 
render the service more popular, as men 
could not be expected to sacrifice their 
time. He disapproved of the system of 
the periodical numbering of men liable to 
service. ‘There was an objection in it. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTLEK—We want 
their names, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE--~Their names 
could be obtained in Ontario at all events 
from the assessment rolls. The policy of 
the Government in not proposing to spend 
any money on the construction of fortiti« 
cations without consent of Parliament was 
good. He was glad of it, and he was un- 
der the impression that the present for- 
tifications were useless, and if the Ameri« 
cans seé their hearts on the Kingston for- 
tifications they could not be prevented 
from taking them. While perhaps it 
might be necessary to have a body of men 
to take charge of those fortifications he 
disapproved entirely of organizing a 
standing army, and would oppose any 
vote for such a purpose. He thought six 
months instead of twelve was sufficient for 
instruction in artillery practice. 

Mr. ANGLIN protested against the doc- 
trine that the young men should be com- 
pelled to attend camps at inconvenient 
seasons, and did not approye of the system 
of ballot as a sufficient number of volun. 
teers could be obtained without it. As to 
the principal number of camps, he was 
bound to approve of it, as it was a system 
which he had advocated in New Bruns- 
wick. He enquired as to the position of 
the question of taking over the Imperial 
property at St. Joha, which he considered - 
ought to revert under the terms of the 
charter to the city. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER explained 
that the militia system was basel on a 
purely voluntarily principle, and the bal- 
lot would only be resorted to when the 
former failed to procure the number of 
men required, If the ballot system were 
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adopted there would have to bea register 
of all men fit for service. No doubt a 
majority of assistant adjutants general 
were in favour of the ballot, but he was 
_ happy to say there was no present neces. 
sity for it (hear, hear.) It might prove to 
be necessary in cities and other localities 
_ where heads of large commercial establish. 
prevent their employes 
from enlisting, and it ought first to be ém.- 
ployed in such cases to that employers 
themselves might be withdrawn, and they 
would not then prevent their employees 
from joining. In the rurat districts the 
men came forward voluntarily. As to the 
enrolment system, he did not believe the 
assessment roll sufficient for the purpose, 
as it would be necessary to have a roll 


Committee: 


ot service men that could be depended 


on. The disorganization of the French 
army was Owing io the defective enrol- 
ment. He had not been aware of the 
existence of any camp system in New 
Brunswick, and certainly had not borrows 
ed his ideas from that Province. As to 
the Imperial property at St. John, he ex- 
plained that it was claimed by the city, 
while the Dominion held that it was com.. 
petent, under the charter, for the Impe. 
rial Government to transfer it to them for 
militia purposes, and the matter was not 
yet decided. 

Mr. ROSS (Prince Edward) disapproved 
of the sixteen days’ drill at atime when 
men were most required in the country. 
He thought they should be drilled atsome 
more convenient time of the year, and 
maintained that the pay shovld be in- 
creased to $1.25 per day, and that they 
should be supplied with canvass frocks for 
the warm weather. 
Hon. Sit GEORGE CARTIER said he 

would increase the pay readily if it were 
in his power, but the matter rested entire- 
ly in the hands of the House. He was 
quite aware that volunteeis had to suffer 
many hardships, but his advice to them 
was to wait patiently. The system. was 
growing, and the country was beginning to 
understand that fifty cents a man per day 


and rations was very insufiicient, and he. 


hoped that the opinion on this point ex« 
pressed by the members for Lambton and 
Prince Edward would scon extend over 
the country, and that before long, when 
public opinion was ready, he might be in 
a position to increase the pay, and when 
that time came he would be quite ready to 
act in that way. 

Mr. JOLY thought the volunteers deserv- 
ed all sympathy, and the expressions of the 
Minister of Militia must give them hope 
that their pay would be increased. He 
thought, however, that their comfort 
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might be very much increased by a little 
care and attention. In the camps frequent 
complaints were heard of small discom- 
forts which might easily be removed, but 
which cieated greater discontent than the 
small pay. He believed that the Minister 
of Militia acted to the utmost of his 
abilities, but greater attention on the part 
of his subordinates would remove many 
grounds of complaint, as he believed the 
numbers and the enthusiasm were dew 
creasing On account of the want of atten- 
tion to their wants. 
Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said last 
year the matter was on its first trial, and 
evils would be removed as experience 
brought them to the surface, 


Mr. SPROAT denied that there was any 
decrease in the number of volunteers in 
consequence of inattention to their com— 
forts on the part of subordinate officers of 
the camps. He took a deep and warm in. 
terest in the volunteer movement, and so 
far from believing that the force was fall- 
ing off, he believed that, under the able 
management of the present Minister and 
Adjutant General, it was imploving, at any 
rate in the section of the country to which 
he belonged. He did not think there was 
any ground of complaint against the de— 
partment, and in many battalions where 
complaints had arisen they were owing to 
a great extent to want of activity and 
attention on the part of the commanders 
of these battalions. It would be well, 
perhaps, to grant a larger amount of 
rations than last year, as our volunteers 
from rural parts required more food than 
was served out to regular troops. The 
only complaint made at Goderich, last 
year, where 4,000 men were in camp was 
that the rations fell short. 


Mr. OLIVER complained that the 22nd 
Battalion, Oxford, had been unjustly 
treated in the Adjutant General’s report, 
by being represented as inferior to the 
23rd Battalion, when the figures given in 
another part of the report showed that the 
companies of the 22nd Battalion mustered 
stronger in camp. 


Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER said there 
mizht have been some error in printing. 
If there was a complaint, it should have 
been represeated to the Department. 

Mr. ROSS (Victoria, N.S.) complained 
that letters written to the Department had 
remained unanswered. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER could not 
believe there had been any inattention, 
but would make enquiries. 

Mr. OLIVER contended that if a com- 
plaint was made in Parliament it ought to 
be sufficient to compel attention without 
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being under the necessity of entering into 
correspondence with the department. 

Mr. BOWELL thought that, in order to 
maintain the force in an efficient state, 
some other plan must be adopted than 
that of volunteering. The opinion of many 
good officers was that it would be neces 
sary in the end to adopt the ballot system, 
the conscription, in fact, though he knew 
that it would meet with strong objection. 
As to complaints that had been made 
against employers, he took exception to 
their being called seifish because they 
refused their men permission to turn out 
on certain occasions for drill. He knew 
that in past times of excitement and 
danger many employers had not only 
allowed their men to turn out, but had 
continued their wages during their 
absence. | 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said his 
remarks did not apply to the whole body 
of employers; only to some few in Toron- 
eo, Montreal and other places, 

Mr. BOWELL thought that in any case 
they could not properly be called selfish, 
for of course they might be put to great 
inconvenience and loss by the absence of 
their men at certain sessons. The only 
equitable plan would be to compel the 
employers themselves, as well as every- 
body else in the community who was quali~ 
fied, to turn out and do duty. If it was 
desirable to keep up an efficient torce, and 
he was not of those who held that it was 
not, every man should be compelled todo 
his share. At the risk of unpopularity, he 
would say that the pay of volunteers should 
not be increased. The country could not 
afford to pay for this service the same 
rates as were ordinarily paid for labor, 
during camp instruction. He believed it 
would be sufficient if camps were as- 
sembled once in three years, instead of 
annually as at present. Company and 
battalion drill at home, where it was con- 
tinued systematically, made the men more 
effective than camp duty for a couple of 
weeks in summer, and answered every 
purpose. Hoped the Minister of Militia 
would return to the old system of company 
drill more frequently, and camp instruc- 
tions at intervals of three years. He was 
one who believed that the‘force should be 
maintained in the highest attainable state 
of efficiency; but they all might differ, 
and honestiy differ, as to the manner in 
which that should be done If the force 
was to be merely a force for display, if it 
was to be so organized as tO exist only 
about a month before the annual encamp- 
menis, and to dissolve into thin air, it 
would be of very little value. The best 
plan to prevent this would be the plan 
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he had proposed some years ago, to divide 
the country into battalion, regimental and 
company divisions, and to require each 
division to make up its quota of men for 
active service. By that means a really 
good and. effective forces would be obtain - 
ed, and until it was adopted there 
would be always difficulty and dissatisfac - 
tion. - 

Mr. BROWN (Hastings) said nothing 
could more dampen the enthusiasm of 
the volunteers than the manner in which 
they had been treatedincamp. Lastyear 
the rations provided were insufficient, and 
there were articles wanting, such as but» 
ter and milk, which the men were in the 
habit of using, and which it wasa serious 
deprivation to be without. Dry bread 
and coffee, without milk, were hardly suffix 
cient to preserve the stamina ofmen for a 
hard day’s work. A great deal of com. 
plaint had been made on this score, as well 
as with regard to other arrangements of 
the camps, and if there was not a general 
improvement very few men comparatively 
would turn out in future. 

Mr. FRANCIS JONKS said the volun. 
teers had acted nobly in the past years, 
and it appeared remarkable to him that 
they should have shown so much spirit 
when the manner in which they had been 
treated was taken into consideration. He 
did not agree with the hon. member for 
West Hastings in regard to the ballot, 
which in his (Mr. Jones’) county, and -he 
believed generally, could not be enforced 
unless with the aid of regular soldiers. 
With regard to rations and treatment in 
camps, it was a mistake to confine the men 
to the same diet, and subject them to the 
same stringent discipline as regular troops 
in England, There ought to be some re- 
laxation, and the force would be none the 
worse on that account, Indeed a great 
error;had been committed by the intro« 
duction to such an extent of gentlemen 
from England to manage our volunteer 
force. 

Mr. THOMPSON (Haldimand,) pointed 
out that the effectiveness of the force was 
greatly impaired jby men putting substi- 
tutes into the ranks for service in the 
encampments. The camps were thus 
made of doubtful utility. In many cases, 
he did not doubt, that battalion drill had 
done more good than camp services. He 
had been told upon good authority at the 
camps, especially after the arrival of the 
Minister of Militia, there had been a good 
deal more fuss and feathers than real use< 
ful work. (Laughter.) If the Minister 
paid more attention to the internal arrange - 
ments and management of these camps 
than he did, the interesting camp behind 
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him in this House would be much better. 
(Laughter.) At Windsor last year the 
camp was opposite a large city where there 
was a great deal of immorality, and where 
many of the men had contracted diseases 
which they would perhaps never get rid 
of. Ifthe Minister would look into that 
_ matter with a view to preventing the men’s 
_ being exposed to such dangers in future, 
he might perform good service to the 
country. Item passed. 

On the item of $75,000 for contingencies 
and general service including assistance to 
Rifle Associations. 

_ Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 

Government proposed to devote $4,000 
towards paying the expense of sending 
twenty men to compete at Wimbledon in- 
stead of giving the money tothe Dominion 
Rifle Association as heretofore. 

Mr. STEPHENSUN complained of the 
manner in which the regulations had 
been framed. They excluded the best 
shots from the rural parts and confined 
the number to be sent to England to men 
from Toronto, Montreal and other cities. 
_ He thought injustice had been done to the 
country places. 

Mr. BOWELL predicted that the expex 
riment would prove a failure, and before 
it was resolved upon, would take the sense 
of the House upon it. He agreed with 
the hon. gentieman that many good shots 
_ from the country had been shut out, and 
_ did not think that $4,000 should be appro- 
priated merely to send a few gentlemen 
to England from Toronto, Montreal and 


_ Other cities. 


The item passed, 

_On the item of $20,000 for gunboats, 

Hon. Sr GEORGE CARTIER, in reply 
to Mr. Mackenzie, said it was proposed to 
rebuild the gunbo © Rescue which was now 
in course of repair. ~ 
The item passed together with the res 
maining items under the head of militia. 

The Public Works estimates were again 
taken up. On the item of $225,000 for 
harbours on lakes Erie and Huron, 

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) said that from 
the unskilled manner in which the work 
had been done the Government were 
under the necessity of doing it over again. 
The dredging had drifted back into the 
excavations owing to the work having 
fallen into the hands of men who were 
not skilled in such work. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that blunders 
might have been committed. Contractors 
were as liable to such things as other 
people. As his attention had been again 
called to the matter, an engiseer would 
be seni to enquire into it. 

The item passed. 


On the item of $12,000 for tug service 
between Montreal and Kingston, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he could 
not understand the necessity for this vote. 
The trade of the river ought to pay for 
itself. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN explained that 
this vote was to encourage the navigation 
of the St. Lawrence, one of the conditions 
being that they should tow at certain 
rates. 

_ Hon. Mr MACKENZIE maintained that 
it was not necessary and thought it was 
not defensible. 

The item passed. 

On the item of $15,000 for Kingston 
Penitentiary, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
any person had been removed from this 
Penitentiary to Lower Canada. He thought 
these institutions should yield a revenue 
as in other countries. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said the 
Penitentiary was overcrowded; but the 
Government were preparing to remove as 
many as possible to the penitentiaries to 
be constructed near Montreal. 

Ihe item was carried. 

On the item of $9,000 for directors for 
Penitentiaries, 

Mr. ANGLIN thought that those gen- 
tlemen could not have work enough, and 
as vacancies occurred they should not be 
filled. . 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said it was 
intended to increase the number of peni~ 
tentiaries in the Dominion, and their ser~ 
vices would be necessary. 

Hon. Mr, MACKENZIE thought it un- 
likely that an officer would be sent to 
British Columbia for that purpose. One 
officer did the work in connection with all 
the prisons in Ontario, and he agreed with 
the member for Gloucester that there was 
not work enough for them. He adyo~- 
cated a system of local inspection to do 
away with the necessity for travelling ex 
penses. ; 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said that these offi~ 
cers had important duties to perform. 
They hud to look into the complaints of 
the prisoners, and it was better that a 
responsible board at head quarters should 
be charged with the duty. 

The item carried. 

The Committee thn rose and reported, 
and the House adjourned at 12:45, 


SENATE. 
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 
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Bills respecting Canada Agricultural Ins 
surance Company, Sorel Board of Trade, 
Halifax Banking Company, and Levis 
Board of Trade, were read a third time and 
passed. 


Stimulating 


AGRICULTURE. 


Senator WARK made the following mo- 
tion, and urged the necessity of stinulat - 
ing agriculture by reference to the steps 
taken in that direction in other countries, 
private enterprize had done much to im. 
prove farming in England, but our cir- 
cumstances were different, and it was 
best to follow the example of the 
United States. In each State there 
United States. In each State there 
were local boards assisted by grants of 
public money. £ me years ago, in 1862, 
an Act was passed by Congress to establish 
a Department of Agriculture, the duty of 
which is to promote the interests of agri- 
culture by circulating important intorma- 
tion, collecting statistics, distributing seeds 
and plants, and so on. The Commissioner 
had to make annual reports and direct and 
control the expenditure of money voted 
by Congress for the promotion of agricul- 
ture. He referred to the last report of 
the Department, and showed how exten- 
sive was the staff of the Commissioner and 
the value of the work that it accomplish. 
ed. We could not yet expect to do all 
that they were doing in this particular in 
the United States. For instance, an Act 
had been passed to grant public lands for 
the establishment of colleges in each State 
for the education of the people in agricul- 
tural and scientific subjects. In Canada 
we should expect the Minister of Agrical~ 
ture to devote henceforth more attention 
to an interest which has never yet received 
the consideration it should. Statistics 
ought to be collected with the view ot in- 
forming mercantile men and the people 
generally as to the state of the crops. He 

would also have information, at the same 
time, gathered in connection with the fish- 
eries. He would also establish a system 
of scientific experiments with the view of 
showing causes of exhaustion of the soil, 
and otherwise educating the people as to 
the best mode of farming. He was afraid 
that unless the system of agriculture is 
changed in Canada and the United States, 
the land in many places will be thoroughly 
ruined, end the country impoverished in 
the course of time. The exodus of popu- 
lation from Quebec to a certain extent 
might be traced to this very cause. The 
question was well worthy of the attention 
of philosophers and statesmen, whether 
we could not arrest this impoverishment 
of the soil, ‘he fisheries of this country 


Hon, Mr. Wark. 
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hai received more consideration than the 
agricultural interest at the hands of the 
Government. Commerce was assisted by 
building canals and improving naviga- 
tion. Looking at the large number of per- 
sons engaged in agriculture, the capital 
embarked in its pursuit, and the value of 
agricultural products, it was time that the 
Minister of Agriculture should turn his 
attention to the subject. He would there- 
fore move 

That the importance of the agricultural 
interests of the Dominion renders it desir- 
able that such measures should be adopted 
as will enable the Minister of Agriculture 
to make the advancement of that great 
source of national wealth the leading ob- 
ject of his Department. 

Hon. Mr. WILMOT in seconding the 
motion, said that there was no doubt 
that the Minister of Agriculture should 
really get up some return more interest 
ing to the farming interest than that he 
annually issued. He referred to the census 
of 1861 to show the importance of the agri. 
cultural interest as compared with other 
branches of industry in this country. He 
urged the collection and dissemination of 
such information as would promote agri~ 
culture, 

Hon. Mr. BOREAU referred to the 4grix 
cultural development of the Province of 
Quebec and showed that it compared most 
fovourably with other countries. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
quite agreed as to the importance of the 
question, but it was a mistake to say that 
there was an inferior system of agriculture 
or an inferior soil in Quebec. 


Hon, Mr. WARK explained that he said 
that it was not improbable that many fam- 
ilies had been forced to leave parts of 
Quebez as well as the New England States 
on account of the soil having been ex- 
hausted by an injudicious system of agri. 
culture. 


Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE SI. JUSI 
was glad to hear the explanation, and went 
on to say that the motion was not suffi. 
ciently explicit and appeared to reflect on 
the Minister of Agriculture. He thought 
the resolution should be more specific, and 
define what duties should be undertaken 
by the Department. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that he 
agveed with his hon. friend opposite that 
no practical object could be effected by the 
passage of the motion. He supposed that 
the honourable gentleman had attained 
his object by drawing the attention of the 
House and country to a very important 
question, and wovld not press his resolu- 
tion which could at present have no prac. 
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tical effect, and seemed to reflect : 
what on the Department. Aan, 


TEA AND COFFEE DUTIES, 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL moved the second 
reading of the bill to répeal the duties of 
customs on 'I'eas and Coffees. 

Hon. Mr. RYAN said that k3 had seen 
it stated that the United States Govern- 
ment in taking of the duty from tea had 
excepted teas imported from any place 
eastward of the Cape of Geod Hope, 
Hon, Mr. CAMPH#ELL said the hon. gen. 
tleman with his usual accuracy had stated 
the fact. The Government were consider-~ 
ing the matter and would be prepered to 
deal with it. 


FRAUDULENT MARKING, 


Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL moved the second 
reading’ of the bill from the House of 
Commons with respect .to fraudulent 
marking of merchandize, almost a trans~ 
cript of the English law on the same sub- 
ject. 


Reutine 


PRINTING. 


Hon. Mr."LOCKE moved adoption of fifth 
report of the Joint Committee on Printing, 
ordering printing of certain public docu~ 
ments, &c. Carried. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC R. R. 

House then went into Committee on the 
Bill respecting the Canadian Pacific R. R, 

Hon. Mr. BENSON in the chair. 

An amendment was made, on motion of 
Hon. Mr. RYAN, to the 8rd clause. 

Committee rose and reported. 

The report was adopted, and the Bill was 
read third time and passed. 


DUAL REPRESENTATION. 


Bill from the House of Commons respect- 
jing Dual Representation was made Order 
of the Day for Monday, as it was not printed 
in French. 


BOARD OF TRADE. 


Bill from the House of Commons incors 
porating St. John Board of Trade was read 
second time and referred to Committee on 
Standing Orders and Private Bills. 

A large number of B'!ls were received 
from House of Commons. 

House adjourned until Saturcsy evening, 
at half-past seven. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Frivay, June 7th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.15 
p.m. ; 
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MISCELLANEOUS- 


Mr. CAMERON moved that an index of 
the journals be continued from the time 
of the last index. 

Hon. Sir GEO. EB. CARTIER presented 
the report of the Committee on Railways, 
submitting two acts of incorporation for 
building the Pacific Railway. 

Mr. ABBOTT asked before the orders of 
the day were called, whether there was 
any definite information respecting the 
Treaty of Washington. 


THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
there was a telegraphic communication to 
the Associated Press which contained most 
satisfactory information. A communica- 
tion from General Schenck to Lord Gran< 
ville had been considered s0 satisfactory, 
that the announcement was received with 
cheers in the House of Lords, and Earl 
Russell had withdrawn his motion. 
(Cheers). 


PRINTING. 


Mr. SIMARD complained that no report 
had been received from the Printing Com: 
mittee on Mr. Taylor’s contract for print- 
ing. (Cries of order.) 

The Speaker ruled him out of order in 
speaking of what had taken place in a 
committee. 


' GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY. 


Hon. Mr. CAMERON, (Peel,) moved the 
first and second reading of the amend~ 
ments by the Senate to the Great Western 
extension.—Bill carried. 


PATENT ACT. 


Hon. Mr. POPE moved the third eading 
of the Act respecting patents of invention. 
He said the House desired that the bill 
should include patents taken out during 
the last five years. He must submit, but 
he was opposed to it. 

Mr. CURRIER thought we should not 
go back more than twelve months. If any 
patents had been worth taking up, they 
would have been taken up. 

Hon. Mr. CUHAUVEAU did not see why 
we should make any restrictions as to the 
time. Old patents were just as good as 
new ones, and there was no reason why a 
man should be restricted from buying an 
old patent. He would therefore move in 
amendment, that the following be substi+ — 
tuted for the 7th Clause: ‘“‘No patent ob- 
tained for an invention patented in another 
country, shall operate against any bona fide 
manufacturer of the patent article in the 
Dominion at the time of the passing of the 
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bill, and such patent shall expire at the 
same time as the foreign patent; unless 
the latter is renewed, in which case it shall 
exist as long as the next patent.”’ 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE thought it would 
produce a bad effect to go back a number 
of years. Parties who had begun to manu- 
facture under a patent should be protect: 
ed. The amendment suggested by -the 
hon. member for Quebec, would never be 
carried by the House, and it was scarcely 
fair to introduce it now after the subject 
had been discussed. If it were pressed he 
would oppose it to his utmost. 

Mr. CAMERON, (Huron,) hoped the 
amendment would be accepted. He was 
satisfied with the bill generally, bat it did 
not go far enough, and he saw no reason 
why the time should be limited to twelve 
months. 

Mr. COLBY agreed with the hon. mem~ 
ber for Hluron, We had been doing our~ 
selves an injury by witholding privileges 
with regard to patents. The principle 
having been adopted, he saw no reason 
why the time should be limited. Full 
scope should be given as in other coun 
tries, in order to test its advantages. If 
there were danger that it would interfere 
with existing manufacturers in this coun« 
try. lt should not be adopted, but the 
amendment, in fact the bill itself ) ©Xpress- 
ly provided against that. 

Mr. SCATCHERD believed that the bill 
was very liberal already. The proposition 
to extend the time was in the interest of 
speculation and would not protect the 
manufacturing interests of the country. 

Hon.Mr, MACDOUGALL(Lanark)avreed 
with the last speaker. There had been a 
very liberal concession to foreigners, and 
the effect of the amendment would be to 
introduce a swarm of applicants into the 
country who had got possession of patents 
for inventions which they had not invent- 
ed. The bill as it stood would protect 
the honestjinventor, and that was the prin- 
ciple upon which the patent laws had been 
based; and we should consider the in- 
terests of our own people first, 

Mr. YOUNG considered that the old law 
was too illiberal; but the proposed altera- 
tion would go too far in the other direc. 
tion, and he would oppose the amend» 
ment, 

Hon, Mr. CHAUVEAU again urged his 
proposition, and contended that all the 
arguments that had been used against it 
could be used against the bill itself. 

Col. GRAY pointed out that the law of 
the United States did not allow patents to 
be made out, if ihe article had beenin use 
for more than two years. The proposition 
of the hon member for Quahge was, there~ 


lion. Mr. Chauveau. 
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fore, more limited than the law in the 
United States. 

Mr. COLBY insisted that the amends 
ment went far beyond the American law, 
because it declared that no patent what~ 
ever could be obéained for any article in 
use a year in this country, and not only 
that, but persons now using patents were 
fully protected. 

The amendment was then put and lost 
on a division. 

Hon, Mr. CHAUVEAU then moved 
another amendment that in the seventh 
clause the words ‘‘five years’”’ be inserted 
instead of the words ‘‘twelve months;”’ 
and that the following words be added: 
“That the renewal of a patent in another 
country shall be considered for all the 
purposes of this clause, as an original 
granting of the same.’’ The clause thus 
proposed to be amended stands as follows 
in the bill:—1, An inventor shall not be 
entitled to a patent for his invention; if a 
patent, therefore, in any other country 
shall have been in existence in such couns 
try more than twelve months prior to the 
application for such patent in Canada, and 
under any circumstance when a foreign 
patent existed the Canadian patent shall 
expire at the earliest date at which any 
foreign patent for the same invention exs 
pires,”’ 

Mr, SCRIVER supported the amend. 
ment as being a liberal proposition, 

Mr. BROWN (Hastings) hoped the 
amendment would not pass, and that the 
Minister of Agriculture would leave his 
bill as it stood. It was sufficiently liberal 
to answer every purpose. 

The members were called in and the 
House divided upon the amendment, which 
was lost upon the following division: Yeas 
25, nays 119, 

Hon, Mr. CHAUVEAU*said that after 
that vote the hon. member for Lambton 
need not talk about Coalitions. (Laughter. ) 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that he 
helped the Left when they were right. 
(Hear, hear.) The bill was then read a 
third time and passed. 


MISCELLANEOUS BILLS. 


On the motion of the hon. Mr. TILLEY 
the bill respecting the appointment and 
powers of Commissioners of pilots{for the 
coasts and harbors of the county of Char- 
lotte was read a third time and passed. 

On motion of hon, Dr. TUPPER, a bill 
respecting the shipping of seamen in Nova 
Scotia was read asecond time. The House 
went into committee upon the bill, which 
being reported, was read a third time and 
passed, : : 

An Act to provide for the appointment 
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of a Harbour Master at the Port of Hali- 
fax, on the motion of Dr. TUPPER, was 


 read.a second time and passed, 


On the motion of Hon, Mr POPE, the 
House went into Committee on the Act to 
provide for the Incorporation of Immigra. 
tion Aid Societies. He had amended the 
Act so as to meet as faras possible the 
objections of the member for Lambton, 
not because he believed that there was 
anything in 1t unconstitutional, butso that 
there might be no doubt on the question. 

The bill passed through Committee, was 
read a third time and passed. 


NORTH WEST LANDS. 


Hon. Mr. MORRIS moved the second 
reading of the Act respecting the Public 
Lands of the Dominion. He desired 
shortly to explain the nature of the bill, 
It referred to the whole of the Dominion 
Lands in Manitoba and the North West, 
to the regulation of timber limits, the 
carrying on of surveys, the appointment 
of surveyors, and to other matters con- 
nected with the lands. It placed the 
lands under charge of the Secretary of 
State for Canada, constituting anew branch 
of his department, to be called the Domin- 
ion Land Office. The surveys would be 
performed by contract. With regard to 
the Hudson Bay lands, the bill provided 
that the rights of any settlers already on 
the lands would not be interfered with. 
Provision was also made for a fund arising 
out of the sales of the lands for the sups 
port and maintenance of schools for the 
North West, and for that purpose two sec- 
tions out of every township were set 
apart. Provisions were also made for the 
allotment of lands to volunteers entitled 
to them, and for the issue of patents to 
persons who had purchased from volun- 
teers. When the land regulations were 
before the House last year, 1b was suggest- 
ed that the lands might be disposed of in 
three ways, direct purchase, pre-emption 
or by the homestead system; and it was 
urged that the system of pre-emption was 
carried out in the United States, but it 
was thought better to introduce the sys- 
tems of homestead and by direct purchase 
in the present case. The price put on 
the lands was $1 per acre, and no greater 
quantity would be sold to one person than 
640 acres. Power was taken to set aside 
town lots in places where villages and 
towns were springing up, or where they 
would probably spring up. The bill also 
provided that any one over 21 years of age 
should be entitled to take up a quarter 
section as a homestead. One difficulty 
which it was apprehended would be met 
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with was in the matter of fuel, a 

bill provided that wood lands chonde 
set apart and allotted to settlers in lots of 
not less than 10 or more than 20 acres 

Authority was taken to grant grazing lands 
to intending occupants, and the hay lands 
would be dealt with in the same way, It 
was proposed to give liberty to any person 
to explore for minerals in the territory 

but in surveyed townships the mining 
lands would be sold in subdivisions, but. 
those in the unsurveyed territory would 
be disposed of in blocks of eighty acres. 
The provisions of the bill would only apply 
to lands in respect of which the Indian 
titles were extinct. The act also dealt 
with a matter of great importance, that of 
the coal deposits, which were known to 
exist on the Saskatchewan, and in differ- 
ent parts of the territory. Such lands 
would not be subject to rights of squatters 
in advance of the surveys, and after such 
surveys would be offered for sale in blocks 
of 640 acres; and power was iaken to 
prevent the lands falling into one hand. 
Another matter of great consequence was 
the mode in which the timber lands, as 
distinguished from the wood lands, should 
be dealt with, and it had been thought 
desirable in this to hold out every induce. 

ment to men of capital to take possession 
of tie timber limits, subject to the regu- 
lations of the Government, and on such 
terms as would give them a direct inte- 
rest in the conserving the timber as far as 
possible, and making as much as possible 
out of it, and so prevent the waste that 
had gone on in the pastin other Prop 
vinees. The timber limits proper were to 
be offered by public sale to the highest 
bidder at a bonus per square mile, and a 
lease would be granted for twenty-one 

years, the lessee being bound to erect a 
saw mill, The lands would be offered to 
lessees on a ground rent of two dollars a 
square mile, with a royalty of five per 
cent. per annum. Provisions were also 
made in respect of slides and for the public 
use all streams and lakes for floating 
timber. Surveyors in any of the provinces 
of Canada were authorized to act as sur. 
veyors in Manitoba and the North West, 
and a Board of Examiners was to be pro-~ 
vided for parties thus desiring to become 
surveyors. The Act was based on the 
regulations submitted to the House last 
Session, and on tke experience of the 
older Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, 
and every effort had been made to deal 
with the whole subject in sucha spirit as 
would induce emigration and deal fairly 
and justly with the settlers already in the 
country. The matter was one of the 
greatest interest to the House and the 
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country, and he hoped it would reaoive 
careful consideration. 

On the motion to go into Committee, 

fir. MASSON asked whether it was pros 
vided that the old settlers should not be 
interfered with in their right to cut hay. 

Hon, Mr. MORRIS said the Manitoba 
Act provided that those righis should be 
inquired into and dealt with fairly and 
justly by the Lieut. Governor in Council. 

Mr. MASSON thought new settlers 
should not go in until these rights were 
confirmed or compensated. 

Hon Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
bill treated of the whole public lands of 
Manitoba and the North West, and did 
not relate to the particular right of cut- 
ting hay. Surveys, however, were now 
being conducied, and parties would file 
their claims with the Dominion Lands 
Commissioners on the spot, and those 
claims would be estimated aud properly 
compensated. 

The House then went into Committee, 
when a conversation took place on the 
subject of roads, Sir George Cartier ex- 
plaining that it was necessary that in Man- 
itoba the roads should be unusually wide, 
and the matter was based on the experi- 
ence of those personally acquainted with 
the country, the member for Lisgar among 
the number. ‘ 

Mr. MILLS suggested that the towaships 
should be made eight miles square, giving 
sixty-four seciions insiead of thirty-six. 

Mr. DELORME (Provencher) maintained 
that the roads should be as wide as possi- 
ble as the country was very muddy, 

Mr. MACDOUGALL gaid that as the 
country became settled the roads would be 
improved and the mud would disappear. 
No more territory should be given for 
roads than necessary. Sixty-six feet was 
quite enough, and he thought the matter 
should not be decided in the Act by a 
cast iron rule, but room should be left for 
the experience of the future. 

Mr. MACKENZIE suggested that the 
main road should be made wide while 
others might be narrower, and so a great 
saving of land would be effected. 

The committee rose, and it being six 
o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 
AS PATENT 


Hon, Mr. CHAUVEAU moved the second 
reading of the Act to authorize Joseph E. 
Archer to take out a patent of invention 
known as “Holiin Robert’s Knitting 
Machine and Loom.”’ 

Mr. MACKENZIE hoped the Premier 
would not allow the Act to Pass, 


Hon. Mr. Morris. 
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Hon. Mr. HOLTON, said the primary 
objection was that the Bill established an 
exception to the Bill respecting patents, 
which had only just passed. 

Hoa. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
the "Bill should be governed by its own 
merits, and no doubt the member for 
Quebec would explain the peculiar circum- 
stances of the <ase. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU explained and 
hoped that the Bill would be allowed to 
pass. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL said it would be 
a bad precedent. 

Hon. Mr, CHAUVEAU denied this as 
the patent policy was now well defined. 

Hon. Mr. McDOUGALL still objected, 
as the Bill proposed to give a monopoly 
of a patent which otherwise could now be 
generally purchased. It would be a vio- 
lation of the principle of the Bill just 
passed. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said that the 
case had happened immediately on the 
threshold of a new policy which was now 
defined. 

Mr. MACKENZIE said the Bill shuply 
asked authority to tax the people of Can- 
ada for the benefit of the patentee. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said the general 
Bill would give the same power to an un- 
limited number of people. 

Mr. MACKENZIE still objected most 
strongly, and was surprised that the Govs 
ernment did not take a firm stand in ope 
position to the Bill, He hoped the House 
would not allow the special privileges asks 
ed, and show that the House was not in 
favour of class legislation, 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU thought that the 
member for Lambton had shown very un- 
necessary warmth and made a large mats 
ter out of a small one. ‘he case had ocs 
curred before and having stated the case, 
he submitted it to the House, simply stat- 
ing that he thought the Bill should be 
passed, as the patent was bought at a time. 
when the policy was in course of change. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said the facts ot the 
case being stated, he asked the Govern~ 
ment whether they would sanction the 
bill establishing an exception to their own 
Bill passed only a few hours previously. 

Hon. Sir GEO. E. CARTIER said when 
the leader of the Goverament was in his 
seat he would state his views. He did not 
think the discussion was exhausted. 

Mr. MACKENZIE said the Bill was a 
gross injustice to them. 

The debate was then adjourned: 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) moved the second 
read ng of the Act to incorporate the Mani- 
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toba Insurance Co. Carried. The Bill 
then passed through committee, was read 
a third time and passed. 

Hon, Col. GRAY moved the second 
reading of the Act for the relief of John 
Robert Martin. 

Hon. Mr. DORION moved that it be 
read asecond time this day three months, 

The members were called in and the vote 
on Hon. Mr. Dorion’s motion resulted as 
follows:—Yeas, 67; nays, 61. 

The Act to incorporate the Canada Pas 
cific Railway Company was read a second 
time, passed through Committee, and was 
read a third time and pa:sed 

‘The Act to incorporate the Interoceanic 
Railway Company of Canada similariy 
passed the intermediate stages and was 
passed. . 


Representation 


REPRESENTATION BILL. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
the second reading of the bill to readjust 
the representation in the House of Com- 
mons. 

Mr. WORKMAN stated that he expected 
petitions from Montreal on the subject 
and would submit them to-morrow. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE would not go 
into the discussion to-night. | Certain 
amendments would be moved on concur« 
rence when he would state his views. He 
would say, however, that the Bill set at 
defiance the principle of representation 
by population adopted at the time ‘of the 
union. It might be said that was adopted 
with reference to the old Provinces only. 
While that was true, he contended that it 
was still intended to apply to the different 
sections. lhe bill did not do this. Some 
of the most populous districts were left 
without additional representation, and he 
instanced Huron, Lambton, Kent and Es. 
sex. He characterized the measure as an 
attempt to manipulate the constituencies 

tor political purposes to suit hon. genitles 
men on the Treasury benches. He thought 
that regard should be had, as far as poss 
sible, to those compact divisions arranged 
for municipal purposes. (he leader of the 
Government had stated the other day that 
regard had been had particularly to the 
manufacturing interest. In Lambton 
there was a larger and wealthier mauufac- 
turing interest than in almost any other 
constituency in Cannda, and there were 
200 or 800 engines engaged in pumping 
oil, and there were extensive refineries. 
He did not look at the matter froma local 
point of view, but mentioned this to show 
that the principle advocated bad been set 
at detiance, He would, however, reserve 
further remarks until concurrence. — 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he 
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quite understood that the measure would 
receive a reasonable amount of opposition 
and the Government would be prepared to 
discuss the objections taken on concur. 
rence. 

The House went into committee on the 
bill, with the understanding that it would 
not be proceeded further with to-night 
but would be the first order to.morrow. — 

The Committee rose and reported. 


BRIDGES. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN moved the second 
reading of the bill respecting bridges.— 
Carried. The bill was then referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, reported and 
read a third time and passed. 


HUDSON BAY COMPANY, 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the billto amend the act 
respecting the loan for paying a certain sum 
to the Hudson Bay Company.—Carried. 
‘the bill was then referred to Committee 
of the Whole, reported and read a third 
time and passed. 


NAVIGATION OF THE ST. LAWRENCE. 


Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House into Committee on the resolution 
to provide a sinking.fund by the imposi- 
tion of tonnage and wharfage dues at Mon- 
treal, tomake good the sum vested for 
improving the navigation of the Si. Law. 
rence between Montreal and Quebec. He 
explained the object of the resolution and 
referred to the statement of dues received 
at the Port of Montreal up to the tie of 
their abolition, for the purpose of showing 
the great increase intherevenue. In 1855 
the tonnage dues were $6,307, and in 1869 
they increased to $65,490. He had been 
absent from the country during this period 
but it was gratifying to see such a great 
increase in the trade of the country. i‘ur- 
ing this time tonnage dues of fifteen cents 
had been imposed, but owing to the great 
increase 3} cents would be sufficient, 
There was u ditference of opinion in Mon- 
treal as to how this money should be 
raised, but all admitied the reasonable- 
ness of the proposition that it should be 
provided in some way from local sources. 


| The view of the Government was that one 


half should be from wharfage and the 
other from tonnage. There would be 
ample means to meet the expenditure, 
and there would be no charge on the Do- 
minion Treasury. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
it was intended that dues would be 
charged on grain elevated from barges to 
vessels. 
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Hon. Sir F. HINCKS— Yes. 
Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE said it was for 

the representatives from Montreal to con- 
sider whether this being a tax on all the 
trade of the harbour, would not operate 
prejudicially to the interests of the city. 

Complaints were already made of defective 

accommodation in the harbor, and this 

would be an additional burden. 

Mr. WORKMAN said the harbor dues 
were very light as compared with other 
ports, and if the trade continued to increase 
as it had done, the Government would be 
able to reduce those tolls one-half. No 
doubt increased accommodation was re~ 
quired, but the Harbor Commissioners 
were giving out contracts every year for 
that purpose, and they had ample funds 
to meet the cost. He advocated enlarged 
representation on the Harbor Trust. As 
present constituted it did not meet with 
entire approval; the number was too 
small. 

Mr. ANGLIN said that one half of the 
whole amount required for the work should 
be raised by the city and the other ads 
vanced by the Government, and he would 
like to know how the city intended to 
raise their share. 

Mr, RY AN explained that it would be 
paid out of the revenue of the harbor by 
the Harbor Commissioners. ‘he means 
were quite sutiicient, and the community 
of Montreal quite endorsed the proposition 
of the Finance Minister. He believed 
that it would be productive of beneficial 
results. 

The resolution was adopted. The Com- 
mittee rose and reported, and a bill founds 
ed on the resolution was introduced. 


PUBLIC WORKS, 


The House went into committee on the 
bill to remove doubts under the Act rex 
specting the public works of Canada. The 
committee rcse ard reported, and the 
bill was read a second and third time and 
passed. ; 

SUPPLY. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House into ‘‘ommittee of Supply on the 
item of salaries and contingencies, Trinity 
House, Quebec ; $8,021 ; and salaries and 
contingencies ‘Trinity House, Montreal, 
$9, 569. 

don. Mr. MACKENZIE would like to 
know the necessity and the duties of the 
Commissioners. In his opinion the oflicers 
were sinecures. 

Hon. Dr. UPPER referred his hon. 
friend to the report of the Minister of 
Marine and fisheries for full information 
on the subject. 


Hon. Sir F. Hincks, 


[(JOMMONS]] 


Supply. 1052 


Messrs. WORKMAN, SIMARD and 
RYAN spoke strongly in favour of the 
vote and explained the duties of the Trin« 
ity House Board, ~which from personal 
knowledge they would say, were onerous 
and performed in a very satisfactory mins 
ner. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE still condemned 
the vote as an imposition on the country, 
and maintained that the duties mentioned 
by the members were altogether unneces. 
sary and the results useless. 

Hon. Sir GHORGE CARTIER said the 
work, must be done in some form. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the work was 
utterly unnecessary, and the money was 
literally thrown away. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN said the lower pro. 
vinces paid their own harbour masters, and 
he disapproved of an exception being made 
in favour of Quebec and Montreal. 

Mr. BOLTON was often asked why the 
harbour masters were paid at Quebec and 
not in the lower provinces, and he knew of 
no answer; and he thought come explan. 
ation should be given. 

Mr. COFFIN also thought there should 
be the same system at Montreal and Quebec 
as elsewhere. 

The item was then passed. 

Un the item for fishery overseers, 

Mr. OLIVER said the salaries of some of 
the overseers were utterly thrown away, 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said the conduct of 
the matter as between the interests of fish- 
ers and manufacturers was of the most 
delicate and difficult kind, and the efforts 
of the overseers had to be attended with 
the greatest care. 

Mr. OLIVER - Especially repairs to the 
River Thames. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the vote was 
not so much to conserve the fish in the 
rivers as to save the loose fish about the 
country. He knew one instance in which a 
coscalled fishery overseer had been paid for 
different duties. He should not oppose 
the vote, while he considered a great part 
of it wa3 spent unnecessarily, and the Go- 
vernment ought to see the duty properly 
performed. 

Hon Dr. TUPPER promised to have the 
matier of the alleged neglect in the case of 

the River Thames enquired into. All 
officers were instructed alike, though some 
might carry them out more carefully than 
others 

Mr STEPHENSON referred to the re- 
marks of the member for North Oxford, and 
thought the complaint was unfounded 

The item was allowed to pass, 

Mr. WCRAMAN referred to vessels with 
valuable cargoes wrecked on Anticosti, 
and thought the Government should send 
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down one of their schooners to protect the 
property in such cases. In one case last 
_ year the Government sent down the Nas 
_ poleon and charged $400 a day, which he 
considered a great overcharge. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said the vessels were 
maintained for the public interest, and 

~ could not be made available for the use of 


Committee 


underwriters. 


Mr. WORKMAN only remonstrated 
against the overcharge. He thought $200 
a day sufficient. 

On the expenses of cu!lers’ offices, 

Messrs. ANGLIN and BOLTON asked 
the reason of increase. 

Mr. MORRIS said there was no real in- 
crease, but an additional amount was 
asked for the pay of cullers in view ot the 
large amount of timber expected to be got 
out. 

Mr. WRIGHT (Ottawa) said there were 
increased complaints of the conduct of the 
cullers’ office, and a committee appointed 
some years ago reported that the system 
was entirely wrong. The gentlemen in- 
terested decreed that the system of rota 
tion in tae employment of cullers should 
be changed, and that those interested 
should have the cho'ce of the cullers. He 
quoted from the report of the committee 
showing the unsatisfactory condition of 
the matter, and recommending certain 
changes. The gentlemen in the trade 
also complained of the excessive charges, 
and he hoped the Minister of Inland Revy- 
enue would remedy the evils that existed. 

Mr. HAGAR also thought changes should 
be made. 

Mr. MORRIS promised his attention. 

Item passed. 

On the Indian item, 

Mr. BLANCHET hoped that next year 
the Government would make a larger grant 
to the Quebec Indians. 

In reply to Mr. ANGLIN, 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said the revenue 
from British Columbia would be in excess 
of the estimates made last year. 

The items under the head of collection 
of revenue were taken up. On the first 
172,246 for salaries and contingent expen» 
ses of the customs in Ontario. 

Hon. Mr, MACKENZIE said that $12,000 
had been voted last year to build a custom 
house at Three Rivers, while only eight 
versels had called there, and the total 
revenue collected was $5,000. This seemed 
to him to be a huge farce. He complained 
also of an excessive number of persons 
being employed in Ottawa, Kingston, St. 
John, Halifax, and other places, where the 
amount of salaries paid was out ofall pro 
portion to the revenue collected. ‘lhe 
Quebec custom house costs two per cent. 
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more than Halifax, and Halifax in its turn 
costsa great deal more than Toronto. 


Hon. Mr. TILEY said there was really 
no ground of complaint as to the expendi. 
ture, when it was considered that, while 
last year there had been $2,500,000 more 
revenue collected than the year before, 
the cost of collection was $6,000 less, and 
the expenditure in the department at 
Uttawa $5,000 less, making a total re. 
duction of $11,000 in the expenses. He 
explained that at some ports greater 
watchfulness was required than at others, 
in order to prevent frauds on the revenue, 
and it was necessary therefore to keep 
more men employed than the portion of 
revenue collected would seem to require. 
It was impossible to collect at the same 
cost at sea ports, where there were many 
arrivals from foreign countries, as at inland 
ports. 


Mr. WORKMAN said the salaries paid at 
Montreal were not sufficient to maintain 
properly the families of the men employ- 
ed. He trusted the Government would 
take this matter into consideration. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought the 
salaries quite high enough, and other 
places, at any rate had as good a claim as 
Montreal. ? 

The item was passed, together with the 
following items under the same head :— 
Salaries in Quebec, $168,147; New Bruns- 
wick, $72,376; Nova Scotia, $93,313; 
Manitoba and the northwest. $8,000; Bri- 
tish Columbia, $50,000 ; salaries of inspec- 
tors of ports and special services, $10,000 ; 
contingencies at head office, $15,000; total 
$559, 183. 

The Inland Revenue expenditure was 
taken up. On the first item, $142,100 for 
salaries of outside officers and inspectors, 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE wanted to know 
the reason of this enormous increase 
(laughter) being $31,000 over last year. 

Hon. Mr. MORRIS explained that the 
increase was Owing to the decision at which 
the Government had arrived to deprive the 
inspectors of excise of any share of seizure 
in future. In order to make some com~ 
pensation to them for the deprivation 1t 
was proposed to increase their salaries by 
a small amount; the increase being In 
most cases $200. He did not think the 
house or country would object to this 
(hear; hear). Then he proposed slightly 
to increase the salaries of collectors, who 
in many instances received salaries alto 
gether inadequate. The remainder of this 
amount of $31,000 was made up of a sum 
which he thought it necessary to ask In 
order to provide for the increase of the 
staif by an addition in consequence of the 
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creation of new distilleries. 
passed, together with a number of others 

On the last items, $2,816,870 for subsis 
dies to Provinces, provided by statute. 

Mr. ANGLIN asked what the Governs 
ment intended to do with regard to the 
demand from New Brunswick for better 
terms. He believed the Province was 
entitled to better terms, and if it was the 
intention ot the Government to grant 
them, it ought to be announced without 
delay. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE was astonished 
at his hon. friend. If he desired to get an 
expression from the Government he should 
have got the hon. member for Quebec to 
propose a resolution, and then the Gov- 
ernment would have voted it down (laugh- 
ter, and oh!) 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD---We wiil 
not vote down any resolution against 
better terms. I can assure my hon. friend 
the Government have declared their inten- 
tion by not putting any sum in the esti- 
mates, either ordinary or supplementary, 
but to leave matters as they are, anu not 
to ask a vote during the present session. 

The committee rose and reported, and 
the House adjourned at one a m. 


SENATE. 


Saturpay June 8th, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at eight 
o’clock, 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE, «ec. 


Hon. Mr. DICKSON moved the second 
reading of the Act to amend the law relat. 
ing to Bills of Exchange and Promissory 
Notes. 

Hon. Mr. BUREAU objected to the bill 
as in violation of general usage and law of 
the mercantile community. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL explained that 
he had conceived the same ideas with res» 
pect to the bill, but upon enquiry he found 
that the bill was not so objectionable in 
the particulars supposed. 

It was agreed at his suggestion to read 
the bill a second time, and refer it to the 
Committee on Banking, Commerce, and 
Railways, who could consider its merits. 


PRIVATE BILLS, 


Hon. Mr. DICKSON reported favorably 
from the Committee on Standing Orders 
and Private Bills, on the Bills Incorporat— 
ing Accident Insurance Company of Uan~ 
ada; incorporating Missionary Society of 
the Wesleyan Methodists in Canada ; 
Incorporating St. John Board of Trade ; 


Hon, Mr. Morris. 
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The item was | all of which were read a third time and 
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passsed. 
FRAUDULENT MARKING. 


The House went into Committee of the 
whole. Hon. Mr. McDONALD in the chair, 
and passed the bill with respect to fraudu- 
lent marking of merchandize. 

The Committee rose and reported pros 
gress — 

Hon. Mr, RYAN having raised some 
doubts as to the operations of the bill. 


RAILWAY BILL. 


On motion of the Hon. Mr. OLIVIER 
the House agreed to the amendments 
made by the Commons to the bill respect- 
ing the Quebec Frontier Railway. The bill 
was then read a third time and passed. 


SECOND READINGS. 


The followiag Bills from the House of 
Commons were read a second time: 

Ontario Shipping and Forwarding Coms 
pany Bill.--Hon, Mr.. AJKINS. 

Chatham Board of Trade Bill.—Hon. Mr. 
BENSON. 

Antivosti Company Inc -rporation Bill. — 
Hon. Mr. PRICE. 

Manitoba Bank Incorporation Bill—Hon, 
Mr. GIRARD. 

Polling Districts in Inverness, Nova 
Scotia Division Bill.--Hon,. Mr. CAMP- 
BELL. 

St. Lawrence International Bridge Bill— 
Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON, 

Montreal Telegraph Company extension 
Bill. --Hon. Mr. RYAN, 

Superior Bank of Canada incorporation 
Bill.—fion, Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Coteau and Province Line Railway Bill — 
Hon, Mr. SEY MOUR. 

St. Clair River Railway Bridge and Tun- 
nel Bill.—Hon, Mr BENSON. 

Voters Lists for Elections in Nova Scotia 
Revisal Bill.—Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The House then adjournd. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Orrawa Saturday, June 8. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at one~ 
twenty p.m. 


CULLING. 


Mr. MORRIS presented a return to an 
address for the tariff of fees charged to 
lumberers for the culling of timber. 


DEBTORS AND CREDITORS, 


Mr. CARTER moved that six thousand 
copies of his bill respecting debtors and 
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creditors, and for the punishmet of fraudu- 
lent debtors be printed for distribution 
among the members. He said he did not 
intend to bring the bill forward for dis- 
cussion this session, but he should like it 
printed so that members might have an 

opportunity of distributing it among their 
- constituents, with a view to its discussion 
next session. ni 


CENTRAL BANK, NEW BRUNSWICK. 


Mr. PICKARD introduced a bill to ens 
able the directors of the Central Bank of 
New Brunswick to wind up the affairs of 
the said bank. : 

The motion was carried and the bill 
read a first time. ; 


DUTIES IN BRITISH COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MORRIS moved the House into 
Committee of the Whole to consider a reso- 
lution declaring it expedient that the 
duties of customs and excise, now by law 
in force in the Dominion of Canada, be 
extended to the Province of British 
- Columbia. 

The motion was carried, and the House 


went intocommittee. This resolution was 
adopted and the committee rose and re- 
ported. 


Mr. MORRIS introduced a bill founded 
on the resolution, which was read a first 
time, 


COPYRIGHT. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved that 
on Tuesday the House go into committee 
to consider a resolution on the subject of 
copyright. Carried, 


COLLINGWOOD. 


Hon. Mr. TILLEY moved that on Tues- 
day next the House go into committee to 
consider a resolution ‘declaring it expedi. 
ent to extend the Act 32. 33 Vic., cap. 40, 
to the port of Collingwood, in the Pro- 
vince of Ontario. Carried. 


PROROGATION. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD announc- 
ed that he hoped the state of public busi- 
ness would be such that Parliament would 
be prorogued on Thursday next. 


THE REPRESENTATION BILL. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
concurrence in the report of the Committee 
on the bill to re-adjust the Representa« 
tion in the House of Commons. 

Mr. WORKMAN stated that, as he had 
not received the petitions he had expected, 
he would reserve his remarks for the third 


reading. 


[JunE 8 


, 1872.] Bill. 1058 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said one of one 
of the great sul jects of dispute in the old 
Province of Canada was the inequality 
of the representation of the two sections 
of the Province, and from time to time 
pains were taken to show, not merely the 
inequality of the representation as between 
the two Provinces then united, but also the 
Inequality of representation in certain 
districts of the country. In the last re- 
adjustment. one member was given to 
4lgoma a district in itsclf almost as large 
as all the rest of Upper Canada, but this 
was not expected to be continued after 
that great Territory was filled up; num- 
bers would have to be considered at a 
future period, That principle was res 
cognized at the Union. It was specially 
provided at the time of the Union that, 
while Lower Canada shoul i remain station. 
ary with sixty-five members, the same 
relation should be established between 
Quebec and the other Provinces, as to 
members in this House, as existed under 
the census of 1861. While the: bill com-~ 
plied with the letter of the Act of Union 
by giving additional representation, it did 
not meet the anticipations of those who 
had so long advocated that numbers 
should be taken into consideration in this 
House. No regard had been had to the 
great increase that had taken place in cer- 
tain districts. Lambton had a population 
of between 30,000 and 40,000, represent. 
ing a wealth of nearly $5,000,000 ; while 
Nortelk had only 28,000 inhabitants repre» 
senting $4,000,000; yet the latter was 
accorded two members, while Lambton 
had only one. Kent was ina similar posi- 
tion to Lambton. Essex comprised a 
population of nearly 33,000, and the three 
together comprised a population, more 
than sufficient to entitle them to six mem-~ 
bers, whereas they were to be continued 
to be represented by four as at present. 
Huron, Bruce, Grey and Simcoe combined 
had also increased enormoualy in popula« 
tion, and while an a:lditional member was 
given to i:uron and Grey, he thought that 
Simcoe had also population sufficient to 
entitle it to consideration. It might be 
said that other elements than that of popu- 
lation had to be consijered— that territory 
should be considered. He admitted that, 
and contended that Lambton, with an 
area capable of cultivation and of bearing 
a p»pulation greater relatively than that 
of any other county, should have been 
considered, and he did not see why that 
county, having all the clements of area, 
population and wealth, should have been 
ignered Hereada list of counties, with 
valuations, to show the irregularities that 
now existed, and also to prove that the 
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western counties to which he had referred 
had much larger valuations, besides being 
larger in extent and greater in population 
than those in which the representaion had 
been allowed to remain as it was. There 
was no reason whatever why the principle 
of representation by population should 
have been abandoned within the Province, 
when we had to consider it between the 
Provinces. That principle was just in itself, 
but when accompained with area and 
wealth, there Hay Ae to be no reason why 
the distribution of seats should not be made 
according to population; but the Bill 
ignored that principle in the portions of 
the country where additional population 
had been established. He understood 
that it was considered desirable to recog- 
nize the manufacturing interests, but con- 
tended that the places singled out for that 
purpose did not represent those interests 
to such an extent as other portions of the 
country which had been overlooked, among 
which was the county he represented, and 
he proposed to do his duty as a member in 
representing the position of those constix 
tutencies with a view to an alteration, in 
the Bill, and to rectify the inequalities 
and injustice which seemed’to be intended. 
He would therefore move in amendment 
as follows; ‘That the report be notnow 
received, but that all the words after ‘ that? 
be struck out and the following inserted : 
North Simcoe contains 33,918 souls; Essex, 
32,697; Lambton, 31,994; South Bruce, 
31,332; giving four members to 129,. 
940 souls, and many other districts in 
Ontario contain far more than the average 
number of 18,315 per member; that so 
many of the new members are proposed 
to be assigned as to give members to disx 
tricts at the average ot 10,710 per mem- 
ber, giving five members to 53,550 souls ; 
that the six additional members to be 
allotted to Ontario are due to the increased 
population of that province, and should 
be allotted with reasonable regard to that 
population ; that the bill be referred back 
to Committee ot the Whole House, with 
instructions to amend the same by allotting 
the members for Ontario in‘such manner 
as to give so far as practic:ble representa- 
tion to those parts of the population 
which, by the present provision, would be 
excluded from their fair share of political 
power.” 

Mr, CAMERON (Huron) regretted that 
a bill of this importance had been brought 
down at so late a stage of the session. 
When the bill was introduced, the leader 
of the Government had laid down the 
the principle that ié was unwise to change 
the boundaries of counties returning one 
member. He (Mr. Ca:eron) had agreed 


Hon. Mr, Mackenzie. 
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to that to a great extent; but it was now 
found that in the case of Haldimand that 
principle had not been adhered to. In 
this instance, the township of Dunn had 
been taken from the county and added to 
Monck, upon the assumption that there 
was a discrepancy in the population. He 
found that this did exist; the population 
of Haldimand was 20,191; of Monck; 15,- 
130; and the hon. gentleman had propos- 
ed toremedy the discrepancy by adding 
to Monck the smallest township in Haldi- 
mand, which would only increase the 
population of the former to 16,179 ‘souls, 
stili leaving a discrepancy of about 3,000. 
It would have been better to have taken 
the largest township, but that would not 
have served the views of the hon. gen~ 
tleman. He pointed out that dis. 
crepancies also existed in Bothwell, 
Essex, Lambton and other counties, 
but while Monck was to be set right these 
were to remain untouched. He contended 
that the object of the bill was uot to equal- 
ize population as alleged—it was merely 
to suit the political purposes of the Gov~ 
ernment. ‘The proposed re-adjustment of 
Weilington was just and proper, but it it 
was necessary in Ridings why should it not 
be done in other counties where the dis. 
crepancies are greater? Such inequalities 
exisied in tue counties of Elgin, Brant, 
Simcoe and others, but what was right in 
Wellington was considered improper in 
those counties. He held that Bruce was 
the most glaring instance of such irregu. 
larity, and required more than any other 
county, to be re arranged ; but he consid- 
ered the whole system a sham. It was 
perfectly right that the manufacturing in- 
terest should be represented ; but he con- 
tended that there were interests of more 
importance than those connected with the 
lumbering of Ottawa, and the sewing mae 
chine and boot and shoe interests of Ham- 
ilton, and he instanced the salt interest of 
Huron. (Hear, hear.) He did not begrudge 
those cities their additioual representation 
but argued that it ought to be given to the 
larger constituencies and not to the 
boroughs. With respect to his own coun 
ty, a worse division, from every point of 
view, could not have been proposed. It 
was a Violation of all plans of contiguity 
and compactness, the object being not to 
equalize the populations, but that the Go, 
vernment might suit its own political pur. 
poses, and this had been done on the re- 
presentations of their friends from the 
county. By making thesealterations they 
believed that he (Mr. Cameron) could: be 
defeated, and that Conservatives would be 
returned for the North and South Ridings, 
but he [Mr, Cameron] thought the Minister 
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of Justice would not be able to carry out 
his scheme. 

Mr. McCALLUM could not understand 
why his friends opposite should lash them- 
selves into fury about his county. He was 
ar advocate of representation by popula- 
tion. The adding of the Township of Dunn 
was no new thing. In 1857 when the 
counties were under consideration his hon 
friends from Welland and Haldimand waited 
on the Government and wished them to 
add Dunn to the County of Monck for the 
purpose of equalizing the population. The 
head of the Government had refused, on 
the ground that if he did it in one case he 
would have to doit in others. ‘he people 
of Dunn having now petitioned for this 
change, he[Mr. McCallum | thought it right 
that their wishes should be acceded to. 
(Hear, hear.) He considered that he was 
quite as capable of representing his con- 
stituency with its population of sixteen 
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‘thousand as his hon. fiiend from Haldi-~ 


mand was of representing his constituency 
of eighteen thousand. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. RYMAL would dwell more particu- 
larly on the outrageous division of the Cen» 
tre Riding of Huron, and in order that 
members should have an accurate notion 
of what was proposed, he had taken the 
trouble to have a diagram prepared-— 
(which, amidst convulsive laughter from 
both sides of the House, he exhibited. 
‘he Riding appeared, by the hon. mem. 
ber’s card-board illustration, as sontething 


-—but remotelv—like an abnormally de- 
veloped profile.of the deceased hero of | 


Waierloo gracefully stuck on the head of 
a three masted schooner.) He called on 
Mr. Speaker to ‘“‘look at that and weep!’ 


_and implored every lover of fair play, and 


every intelligent voter, to decide whether 
there was any political trickery in such a 
division as that! (Laughiev.) It was angu~ 
lar, tiiangular and quadrangular; it had 


¥ ‘right angles, right angled triangles, acute 


angles, and obiuse angles, and had all been 
prepared by the great political angler him~« 
seli. He (Sir John) had prepared a pool 
in which he meant to fish, and from which 
he hoped to draw forth a * gudgeon,” but 
he (Mr. Rymal) hoped it would prove to 
be a pike.The whole vocabulary of terms 


known to engineering anu architecture 


would be exhausted befvre such a thing 
as that which he held in his hands could 
be described. (Continued laughter.) Sir 
John’s friends would admire it; many of 
them would doubtless idolize it; and 
though the creation of his own hands, 
there would be little harm in the Premiei 
himself falling down «nd worshiping it, for 
‘‘it was not the likeness of anything 10 


Heaven above, or in the earth beneath,” 
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Doubtless his hon. friend the Minister of 
Justice had resisted the impertunities of 
some of his outside friends ¢s to this divi« 
sion of Centre Huron, but he had not re~ 
sisted long enough, or he would not have 
brought about such an Outrage as this. 
(Laughter.) He (Mr. Rymal) had exhibit- 
ed at a glance to the House what was pro. 
posed to be done, and would be pleased to 
allow any member to take a correct view 
of his diagram, and he would have a plan 
similar to this prepared and sent throughs 
out the length and breadth of Upper Cans 
ada. (Great laughter.) 

Mr. SPROAT said he agreed to some 
extent with the remarks of the hon, mem- 
ber for Lambton. although he did not go 
to the length of that hon. gentleman. 
The hon, gentlemen in the argument with 
which he supported his amendment had 
not given the entire population of 
North Simcoe and South Bruce. If he 
had given the entire population of Simcoe 
with Cardwell attached, it would have 
reduced his calculaiion to a considerable 
extent. The same too could be said of 
North Bruce. He (Mr. Sproat) thought 
that a question of this kind should be dis- 
cussed with a view to the interests of the 
whole country and not with regard to par- 
ticular sections of the Provinces, He was 
flee to say that, looking at the increased 
population of the country of Bruce within 
the past ten years, he should have been 
better oleased if the Government had 
seen fit to give it three members in the 
House instead of two. At the same time 
the motion of the hon. member for Lamb- 
ton was aimed, nct so much to rectify 
that as to express want of confidence in 
the Government. If the desire was to 
amend the measure in some of its details 
it would have been better if the House 
had discussed it last night when in com- 
mittee instead of postponing the discussion 
till tosday. Regarding them as a whole 
the provisions of the bil! were acceptable, 
although objection might perhaps be 
taken to some of the details. The city of 
Ottawa, for instance, with a population of 
21,000, was to have two members; and 
that being the case he really thought the 
County of Bruce, with a population of 
48,000, was entitled to three. [f the 
group of constituencies consisting of 
Lanark, Carleton, Renfrew, Russell and 
Ottawa, with a population of 108,000, had 
nine members, he thought the counties 
in the northswest peninsula of Ontario, 
consisting of Huron, Bruce, Grey, Simcoe, 
Perth and Wellington, with a population 
of 347,000, was deserving of more than 
sixteen members, the number given by 
the bill. He would have’ preferred if the 
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bill had been taken up in detail, rather 
than that a sweeping amendment should 
be proposed affecting the whole measure. 
With reference to the remarks of the hon. 
member for Huron, and the beautiful 
design that had been exhibited by the 
hon. member for South Wentworth, it 
would have been better if the whole of 
the county rather than a portion of it had 
been exhibited. If hon. gentlemen 
would look at the map they would find 
that the boundaries of the county were in 
outline somewhat similar to the amusing 
diagram that the hon. member had shown. 
The hon, member for Huron had contended 
that the town of Goderich was in the town- 
ship of Goderich. Well, they all knew 
that was the case; but the suburb on the 
north side of the river where the salt 
works was situated, was essentially a part 
of the town, although called by a different 
name, and 1t was in the township of Col- 
borne. The main part of the township of 
Goderich lay to the south of the town, 
and was properly included in the South 
Riding, as provided in the bill. ‘The 
county could not, mdeed, have been 
divided in any way without showing quite 
as great irregularities in the boundaries of 
the different divisions as those which had 
been illustrated by the hon. member for 
Wentworth. He believed that in making 
the divisions the bill proposed, the Gove 
ernment had regarded the interests of the 
whole country, as well as of the electors 
of the counties divided, without reference 
to the question whether the members to 
be returned at the ensuing elections for 
these divisions would support them or not. 
He did not believe that a gentleman whose 
character was so well established in this 
country as that of the Premier, would 
propose a measure based upon such con. 
siderations. While feeling that the 
county of Bruce was entitled to increased re- 
presentation, he (Mr. Sproat) could not sup 
port the amendment because it struck at 
the principle of the bill, and proposed to 
change all the divisions it made in the 
co'lnties. 

Mr. OLIVER agreed with the hon. mem 
ber for Huron that the bill had been 
brought down at too late a period of the 
session to allow the just influence of pub- 
lic opinion to be brought to bear upon it. 
He referred to the representation of the 
manufacturing interest, and the report of 
a committee appointed some time ago to 
enquire into the matter, to show that the 
great bulk of the manufacturg interest 
was to be found in the rural districts. 
there being fully double as much manufac- 
turing interest. in those districts as in the 
towns. 
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tricts could as well represent the manu.- 
facturing interests as city representatives, 
and another reason why cities should not 
have addit‘onal representatives was that 
the gentlemen representing many rural 
constituencies lived at and were connected 
with cities. He admitted that the popula- 
tion of Toronto entitled her to an addi-« 
tional member, but denied that Ottawa 
and Hamilton were so entitled. He 
objected to the counties of Oxford and 
Bruce, with their large populations, being 
left in their present state, while Ottawa 
and Hamilton, comparatively well repre~ 
sented, were to have an additional mem- 
ber each. The measure was unfair and 
unjust, As to the re-arrangement of Haldi< 
mand, Monck and Wellington, the reasons 
for that were so flimsy that no one could 
fail to see them He should support the 
amendment before the House and should 
also move that the provision for additional 
members for Ottawa and Hamilton should 
be struck out. 

Mr. MAGILL replied to the remarks of 
the member for South Oxford. He said 
that the capital invested in Hamilton was 
six times as great as that invested in the 
whole of the county of Oxford, while the 
whole of the railway and other enterprises 
were initiated in cities. He defended the 
increased representation given to the cities, 
and said that the juture as well as the pre~« 
sent was to he borne in mind ; and referring 
to the great increase ia the population of 
Hamilton, he thought the Government had 
acted with prudence and foresight in giving 
that city an additional representative, as 
the commercial centres were the places 
where the greatest increase of population 
was likely to take place. Hamilton had 
had only one member for many years, and 
her present population properly entitled 
her to another. The public accounts 
would show that during the last year $600,- 
743 had been collected at Hamilton, and 
everyone must recognize the great com: 
mercial importance of that city. It was 
only second to Toronto in the whole Pro-~- 
vince of Ontario, and the argument of the 
member for South Oxford that the great 
manufacturing interests of the country 
should be ignored in favour of compara- 
tively unimportant rural districts was fool- 
ish and unjust. To shew the interest that 
the member for South Oxford took in the 
matter of manufacturing interests, he 
might mention that he (Mr, Magill) asked 
him to sit on the Committee obtained to 
enquire into that matter, out he declimed 
to have anything to do with it. (Hear, 
hear.) The honourable member concluded 
by paying a marked compliment to the 
Government for the way in which they had 
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handled the whole matter, and considered 
_ that the increased representation given to 

cities was the wisest and most fair feature 

of the whole scheme. He took his seat 
amid loud cheers. 
The members were called in, and Mr. 
Mackenzie’s amendment was lost on 
_ division :— , ; 

Mr. MILLS spoke in -pposition to the 
bill, and charged the Minister of Justice 
with having delayed the introduction of 
the xaeasure until so late a period of the 
session, in order that the press and the 
_ country should not have en opportunity of 
giving it that consideration which it de< 
served. He moved in amendment, secon. 
ded by Mr. Wood, to leave out all the 
words after ‘‘ that ’’ and insert the follow. 
ing ; ~ ‘‘ The county of Stormont is divided 
into two electoral districts, comprising 
Stormont with 11,873 souls, and Cornwall 
town and township with 7,)14. That the 
couaty of Lincoln is divided mto two 
electoral districts, comprising Lincoln 
with 20,672 souls, and Niagara town and 
township with 3,693. That thus two 
members %re given, to Cornwall and Niag- 
ara with an aggregate population of 10,807 
souls, or at the rate of 5,404 persons per 
_ member—while the mean average popula- 

tion throughout the Province is 18,315 

per member---and while North Simcoe, 
_ South Bruce, Essex and Lambton, with 
_ four members contain 129,940 souls, or at 
the rate of 32,485 per member ; that the 
said bill be referred back to a Committee 
of the Whole House in order to consider 
whether the same may not be amended so 
as to iedresas as far as practicable those 
glaring inequalities. 

The members being called in, the 
amendment was lost on division—yeas 44 
nays 94, 

Mr. THOMPSON (Haldimand) then 
moved to leave out all after the word 
“that,’”’ and insert the following :—Lin.~ 
coln contains 20,672 souls and Niagara 

,693 ; Stormont, 11,873 souls, and Corn 
all, 7,314; West Elgin, 12,796 souls, and 
ast Elgin, 20,870; North Brant, 14,393 

souls, and South Brant, 20,766 ; that these 
and other inequalities are far more glaring 


ee 


an the inequality be.ween Monck and 
aldimand with 20,091; that the House 
as declined to attempt to redress other 
/ ineyualities, and that it is not right while 
declining any such attempt to miterfere 
_ with Monck and Haldimand as it proposed 
_ by the said bill, in order to redress 4 
minor mequality in such a manner as will 
 strengihen the Government candidate in 
Monck ; and that the said bill be referred 
back to a Committee of the Whole House, 
with instructions to amend the same by 
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restoring to their former state the dis. 
tricts of Monck and Haldimand.” 

The members were called in and Mr. 
Thompson’s amendment !ost on division, 
Yeas, 43; nays, 94, 

Mr. POWER said that the county to 
which it was proposed to give an additional 
member had only 26,000 inhabitants, and 
would therefore have one representative 
to 13,000 people, while the County of Hali- 
fax was to have but one representative to 
28,000 — he therefore moved in amendment 
that the bill be referred back to a Commit. 
tee of the whole House with instructions 
so to mend the same as to provide that one 
of the additional members alloted to Nova 
Scotia shall be assigned to Halifax. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER would say for the in. 
formation of the House that in the course 
which had been pursued, so far as Nova 
Scotia was concerned, the Government had 
followed the practice which had been uni-— 
versally favoured in that province. It had 
never been the practice to give to the city 
and county of Halifax representation in 
proportion to population for the sufficient 
reason that in that province it had been 
conceded that the wealth and influence of 
the metropolitan constituency was such as 
to influence the other constituencies 
throughout the province. In the Local 
Legislature the county of Queen’s, with a 
population of 10,000 had two representa- 
tives, while the county of Halifax had but 
three, and when that Legislature gave Pic- 
tou three members it did not give Halifax 
representation according to population. 
That arrangement had obtained universal 
approval and there had been no proposi- 
tion to alter it, either by the present or 
last Legislature. They had gives an addix 
tional member to the County of Pictou, 
the second largest county in the Province, 
and the other to the County of Cape Bre- 
ton, the third largest county, in which vhe 
increase in population had been greater 
during the last decade than in any other 
county. With its great mineral resources 
they had every reason to believe that im a 
short time it would be represented strictly 
according to population. He thought he 
had satisfied the House that no violence 
had been done to NovaScotia by the course 
pursued, . 

Hon, Mr. MACK SNZIE charged the Go- 
verpment witu having one policy for On- 
tario and another for Nova Scotia, in that 
they had neglected Halifax which in his 
opinion had as great a claim for an additi- 
onal member as either Hamilton, Toronto 
or Ottawa. He characterized the bill as 
having been drawn solely to enable the 
Government to obtain political advantage. 

The members were called im and the 
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amendment was lost on a division—yeas 
32; nays, 98. : 

Mr, CAMERON (Huron) moved that the 
Bill be referred back to Committee, with 
instruciions to amend the same so that 
the township of Tuckersmith should con; 
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tinue to form part of the South Riding of 


the County of Goderich, and so that the 
town of Goderich should be added to the 
Centre Riding of the said County. 

The members were called in and the 
amendment rejected on the following 
division: Yeas, 41; nays, 86. 

Mr. CARMICHAEL moved that the bill 

be referred back to Committee, with ins 
structions to amerd the same by provid» 
ing that the county of Pictou, N. S., 
should be divided into two Ridings, eaci 
to return one member. He hoped the 
_ Government would accede to his proposi- 
‘tion and divide the county in the same 
way as counties in other Provinces. 

Dr. TUPPER did not agree with the 
principle advocated by the member for 
Lambton, that there should be a cast iron 
rule in this matter. Upjformity was given 
as far as practicable, and as far as was con- 
sistent with the wishes of the great masses 
of the population, but it would not be in 
the interests of the Dominion unneces. 
sarily to introduce a system antagonistic 
to the views and sentiments of the public. 
Formerly the counties of Pictou, Hants and 
Kings were divided, but the Local Legis; 
latures swept the system away, and the 
only representation now in use in }.ova 
Scotia was county representation, It was, 
therefore, proposed to continue the system 
which the Legislature had unanimously 
approved, and if the proposal made by the 
member for Pictou were entertained, it 
would introduce a principle antagonistic 
to that which, after experience, the proy- 
ince had adopted as most in conformity 
with the views of the people. The effect 
of the bill was that the constituencies of 
Nova Scotia would remain in the coming 
election exactly the same as they were 
hive years ago, so that the member for 
Pictou would have exactly the same con« 
stitueuts, and he should not complain. 

The motion was declared lost on a divi- 
sion. 

Mr. MoCUNKEY did not complain of 
the divisions but of the want of division. 
His county had a population of 58,000, 
and its representation saculu have been 
increased. He moved that the bill be res 
ferred back to committee in order that a 
division might be made of the county of 
Simcoe, which, wich a population of 58,000 
souls, and extended and varied manuiac- 
turing interests, should receive one of the 
six additional seats to which the province 
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of Ontario is now entitled. His county 
had very considerable manufacturing inte. 
rests, and perhaps a greater amount of 
sawn lumber was manufactured there 
than in the whole of western Ontario 
besides. He felt strongly in the matter, 
and sincerely believed that his county 
should have increased representation, 
rather than such places as Ottawa or 
Hamilton. 

Mr. FERGUSON was surprised at the 
motion, and he wished he could believe 
that the mover was as sincere as he clairied 
to be. The mover and he had been mem- 
bers of a deputation which had waited a 
month ago on the Minister of Justice for 
the purpose of obtaining a division of 
North Simcoe, and the hon. gentleman 
(McConkey) was then satisfied that no 
change should be made. He complained 
that the proposal should not have been 
mentioned either to himself or the mem-~ 
ber for South Simcoe. 

Mr. LITTLE said whether the mover 
was sincere or not, he should support the 
motion, as he thought Simcoe had much 
greater claims to increased representation 
than either Ottawa or Hamilton. 

The members were called in and the 
amendment was lost, the division being 
yeas 48, nays 83. 

Mr. DURLON moved ‘that the bill be 
referred back to committee to piovide 
that the parish of St. Columban be added 
to the Elcctoral Division of Quebec West. 
He gave a reason for this, that the people 
of St. Columban were not farmers, but 
merely homogeneous with Quebec West, 
and that at a public meeting it had been 
declared that they were in favour of such 
connection. 

Mr. CHAUVEAU said the hon. member 
has stated that st. Columban was not com. 
posed ofany farmers. ‘hey are many 
farmers there, He denied that the people 
of St. Columban wanted to be added to 
Quebec West. 

Mr. DORION said the hon. gentleman 
had stated that his statements were un- 
true, but the only thing he would contras 
dict was the statement that there were no 
farmers in the Parish of St. Columban, 
whereas there were a few. He (Mr. 
Chaveau,) had contradicted also that they 
wished to be added to West Quebec. ‘The 
meeting alluded to at Charlebois was com- 
posed only of his opponents who numbers 
ed some 300 against 1500 of his (Chau- 
veau's) supporters. 

The amendment was lost, yeas, 39 nays 
85, on division .— 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE was glad to have 
the opportunity of voting for once with the 
hon, member for Cumberland. That geny 
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tleman had said that he was not in favor 
of uniformity all over the Provinces but in 
The representation 
of Pictou had been arranged on that basis 
and he would give the hon. gentleman an 
opportunity of supporting the same princi. 
ple in the following motion—that the bill 


_-he recommitted with instruction to divide 


each of the cities of Ottawa and Hamilton 
into two electoral districts, and that each 
district shall return one member instead 
of the arrangement proposed ; which, cons 
trary to the general principle in obtaining 
Ontario and Quebec, makes the whole of 


each city one electoral district, returning 


two members. 

The vote was declared lost on the same 
division, 

Concurrence in the bill was then taken 
and the thrid reading fixed for Monday. 

The House adjourned at six o'clock. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, June 10. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o’clock. 
BILLS: 


Hon. M. HAMILTON, from Committee 
on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 
reported favorably on Bills: An Act to 
incorporate the River St. Clair Railway 
Bridge and Tunnel Company. 

An Act to incorporate the Coteau and 
Province Line Railway and Bridge Com- 

any. 

Aa Act to incorporate the Superior Bank 
of Canada. 

An Act to extend the Powers of the Mon- 
treal Telegraph Company. 

An Act to incorporate the Anticosti Com- 
pany. 

' An Act to incorporate the St. Lawrence 
International Bridge Company. 

An Act to incorporate the Detroit River 
Railway Bridge Company. 

an Act to incorporate the Ontario Ship- 
ping and Forwarding Company: 

Ali these Bills were read a third time and 
passed. 

Hon. Mr. DICKSON, from Committee on 
Standing Orders and Private Bills, reported 
favourably on Bills: 

An Act to incorporate the Toronto Corn 
Exchange Association. 

An Act to incorporate the Montreal and 
Chatham Board of Trade. 

An Act to change the name of District 
Permanent Building Society of Montreal, 

These Bills were read a third time and 


passed. 
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DUAL REPRESENTATION. 


Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD moved the second 
rending of the Bill from the House of Com- 
mons, with respect to Dual Representation 
in Parliament. In making the motion he 
said that he thought the principle estab~ 
lished by the Legislatures of New Bruns— 
wick and Nova Scotia with respect to dual 
representation—that the Local Legisla- 
tures should be freed from any direct 
connection with Parliament—was correct 
and judicious. He was not aware of any 
change of opinion in the Province of 
New Brunswick on the subject. Under 
these circumstances he was favorable to 
the Bill. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE STI. JUST 
said that he objected to the bill, because 
it was partial in its operation, and he be- 
lieved unconstitutional in character. He 
did not understand why the Provinces of 
Quebec, British Columbia, and Manitoba 
should be exempted from its provisions, 
whilst it applied to Nova Scotia, New 
Brunswick, and Ontario. He was convinced 
that the members of the Government 
themselves would never have brought in a 
measure of such a character. It did not 
effect—as should be the tendency of all 
legislation of Parliament—an assimilation 
but actuaJly a division of powers—for it 
sought to give to some what was not exs 
tended to other Provinces. If there was 
to be no duality of representation, let the 
Parliament pass a general law applicable 
to all the Provinces, and he would give it 
a favorable consideration, but he looked 
upon the bill as embodying a wrong and 
partial principle. He was even prepared 
to doubt the constitutionality of the mea-~ 
sure, inasmuch as it was outside of our 
constitution to pass an Act which related 
+o arrangements made by an inferior legis- 
lative power. In fact, Parliament was 
asked by the bill to delegate to an inferior 
authority the completien of a law. The 
constitution put into the hands of Parlia. 
ment the sovereign power of controlling 
the representation of itself, but now they 
were asked to make it subordinate to the 
legislation of a Local Legislature. In this 
connection he referred to eminent Ameri- 
can authorities to show that the bill was 
an infringement of the constitutional rights 
of Parliament, and called upoa the Gov- 
ernment to consider the question carefully 
before allowing it to proceed further. He 
did not wish to see personal or private 
legislation introduced into the Houses, 
and it was notorious to every one that the 
present bill was open to such an imputa- 
tion. Whilst the bill concurred with the 
local enactments passed in New Brunswick 
and Nova Scotia, it did not agrée with the 
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law passed in Ontario, where the Local 
Legislature had limited the time when the 
duality shall come into operation. It was 
well known that the object of the bill was 
to strike a blow at two prominent men in 
another branch, and he must express his 
strong disapproval of such personal legis- 
lation. _When three provinces, represent- 
ing three-fifths of the population of Cana. 
da, had declared against dual representa. 
tion it was the duty of the Government to 
bring in a measure which will not be pers 
sonal in its nature, but general in its 
Operation. The second clause was a very 
extraordinary one, for it gave great power 
to a person who might be the mere tool 
of a Government and disposed to use his 
authority unjustly and arbitrarily. The 
returning officer could strike off all the 
votes of a candidate, and in fact exercise 
judicial power. If he was a strong partisan 
he was in a position to suit his party ends 
as he wished. This was a bill which ought 
to be considered carefully by the Senate 
and rejected as injurious to the public 
interests. It was for the Senate, which 
should be under the influence of cool and 
moderate counsels, to prevent any unjust 
measure which had passed the lower 
branch from becoming the law of the land, 
It was for Parliament to declare who shall 
sit in its own body; the local legislatures 
had the right to arrange its own repre~ 
sentation; but he did not wish to see 
Parliament going beyond its functions 
and passing legislation, neither equitable 
in its operations nor constitutional in its 
provisions. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that in 
approaching the discussion of the question 
every member of the Senate must be anx. 
ious to take no step which would touch 
the rights and privileges of the other 
branch of the Legislature. All remembered 
when a Bill affecting the Senate had been 
introduced elsewhere a large majority 
upheld the rights and privileges of that 
branch. ihe members of the senate Oc. 
cupied a very different position’ from those 
in the other House. Lhe Senators were 
appointed for life, if a disability attached 
to them it was for life. There was no 
reason whatever why a member occupying 
a seat for life should be debarred from all 
offices of honor under the Crown. He did 
not think any member should be cut ott 
from such position ; the hon. member for 
Montreal (Hon. Mr. Ryan) had acted as 
Commissioner to the West Indies and no 
One surely could say that he was thereby 
disqualified from continuing in the upper 
branch. He was quite sure that gentlemen 
in the Senate would be equally reluctant 
to interfere in any way with the rights and 
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bill referred exclusively to the circumstan- 


ces under which the House of Commons 
had decided members should sit in that 


body, and he for one was not disposed to 
interfere with legislation which it was the 
exclusive privilege of that branch to pass. 
If the suggestion of the hon. member for 
Grandville was adopted and the Senate 
should interfere with the rights and qua 

lifications of the Commons then an invita~ 
tion was extended to the latter to pursue 
the same course in relation to the Upper 
House. He did not consider the constitu- 
tional argument of the hon. gentleman as 
sound or tenable. That hon. gentleman 
had attacked the bill as unconstitutional 
and then went on io say that he would 
not object if it were made applicable to 
Quebec and the other Provinces, but he 
seemed to forget that even were it so the 
constitutional difficulty would remain. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
explained that he contended that the Par- 
liament of the Dominion had a right to 
declare who shall be elected to the House, 
by a general law, without interfering with 
the Local Legislatures. 

Hon, Mr. CAMPBELE went on to say 
that Parliament was not governed by the 
rules which were laid down by the constitu- 
tion of the United States—not by doctrines 


applicable to the relations between the 


Federal Government and the different 
States—but by the Constitutional Act of 
1867, which said in direct English that 
Parliament had full power to legislate 
upon the subject. He did not understand 
why a man should not say distinctly before 
he became a candidate par Parliament, 
whether he had resigned his seat in the 
other legislature, especially when there 
was an act of that legislature preventing 
him from sitting in both. Why should the 
country be put to the exyense and incon- 
venience of what might be a mere sham 
election? The hon. member had stated 
that the bill was aimed at two gentlemen 
in the other branch, and tried to connect 
the Government with its initiation. He 
ought not to make such an assertion after 
the statement positively made elsewhere, 
that the Bill was introduced without the 
knowledge, or consultation with the Gov- 
ernment. The same gentleman (Mr. 

Costigan) had brought forward a similar bill 
last session. The hon. gentleman opposite 
forgot that the measure would not effect 
merely the seats of two, but of several 
gentlemen in the House of Commons. It 
Was urged that extraordinary power was 

given to the Keturning Officer, but it was 
now the law that the votes of a disqualified 
candidate could be struck off, The bull was 
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only intended to apply to those Provinces 
which, by their own free will, had legislated 
on the question, and he could not see any 
reason why it should not be passed by the 
House. 

_ Hon. Mr. WILMOT said that he had 
always been in favor of Dual Representa: 
tion, and had not seen anything since 
1867 to induce him to change his opinion. 
He was not in favor of changing the 
legislation of Ontario—it would be an 
improper interference with the Local Le- 
gislature. 

Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE said that he failed 
to discover that the Postmaster General 
had answered the argument of the hon. 
member from Grandville who had declared 
that the bill was unconstitutional because 
it made the legislation of Parliament cons 
tingent on the action ot the Local Legis. 
lature. The hon. gentlemen had said 
that the American authorities quoted by 
the hon, member from Grandville had no 
relation to the subject, inasmuch as they 
referred to republican institutions. Now 
the principles of American legislation weie 
based on principles of British legislation— 
they were essentially the same. The Pro. 
vincial Legislatures in relation to the 
Federal Parliament might be compared 
with the State Legislatures in relation to 
Congress. The hon. gentleman here read 
from the authorities quoted by hon. Mr. 
Letellier de St. Just, to show that they 
were exactly in point, and then went on 
to say that the precise effect of the bill 
ought to be declared in plain English— 
that any persons in New Brunswick, Nova 
Scotia, and Ontario shall not sit in the 
‘House of Commons if they are disqualified 
by the act of the Local Legislature, but 
that nevertheless persons similarly situat- 
ed, from Manitoba, British Columbia, and 
Quebec, 
general Parliament. He considered it per- 
fectly legitimate for the Senate to reject 
- the bill if it should deem such a cause ad- 
* visable notwithstanding what the Post- 
master General had said against any inter- 
ference with the rights of the other House. 
The Senate was one of the Hstates of the 
Dominion, and all measures had to come 
under its supervision ; and he for one was 
not willing to seé that branch become a 
mere cypher, a mere recording body. He 
held it one of the special duties of an 
Upper Chamber that it should interfere 
with any measure that was partiil and 
personal in its character. He found that 
there were in the House of Commons four 
members vf the local Government and 
thirteen members of the local legislature 
of the Province of Quebec. Two members 
of tho Legislative Council of Quebec were 
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in the Senate. The Speaker of that body 
was also a member of the Legislature of 
that Province. Referring to the Province 
of Manitoba he found that one member of 
the Local Assembly was in the Senate, and 
two members of the same body were in 
the House of Commons. This state of 
things was not interfered with, but when 
we came to the Province of Ontario, the 
case was very different the members of 
the Local Legislature are not to have the 
right to sit in Parliament. So far as On< 
tario was concerned, the Bill went further 
than the Legislature of that Province con- 
templated when it passed its local Act, 
and that fact of itself showed conclusiveiy 
that Parliament was now asked to step 
beyond its jurisdiction and interfere 
unnecessarily 1n local legislation. He ob- 
jected most emphatically to giving judicial 
power to the returning officer, as provided 
for under the bill—a power not given him 
by any other statute ever passed. If the 
returning officer acted unjustly what re- 
dress would the candidale have? 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that he 
could petition, and have the case exa. 
mined by the Committee on contraverted 
elections. 

Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE said that he could 
not appear before the Committee, for it 
might be that he was not even recognized 
as a candidate—he might not even be 
nominated. Such a case was very likely to 
happen, there had been cases of returning 
officers actually returning themselves. He 
was opposed to. dual representation, but 
he certainly could not support a measure 
which was at once partial and unconstitu- 
tional in character. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL said that when 
the subject of dual representation came 
up in the legislature of New Brunswick, 
unlike his hon. friend behind him (Mr. 
Wilmot) he had been in favor of the policy 
which was then adopted by that body. He 
was not going to question the propriety of 
the course pursued by the legislatures of 
Quebec, Manitoba, or British Columbia, 
but he was clear on this- point, that if one 
Province of the Dominion chose to adopt 
the policy of abolishing dual representa- 
tion it was only right that Parliament 
should as far as possible carry out the 
wishes of the majority in that Province. 
He thought the constitutional point raised 
by the Opposition to the measure had been 
fully answered by the remarks of the Hon. 
Postmaster General. This legislation now 
asked for, was not dependent upon a con- 
tingency—upon the legislation of the Pro» 
vince. If the bill contained a provision 
that the Act should not go iato operation 
until something was done by the Legisla~ 
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ture of Ontario, then it might be consider. 
ed a contingent legislation He found 
that in three of the Provinces a policy had 
been laid down by the legislature ag to 
the men who should sit in the Assemblies, 
and the present law was intended to apply 
to that state of th'ngs—to carry out the 
spirit and intention of the local statutes. 
The hon. member who last spoke (Mr. 
Christie) had said that he knew of no 
statute where a judicial power wag given 
to a returning officer as was the case in the 
bill. Now by reference to the legislation 
of New Brunswick it would be found that 
there was a law on the statute book, in 
which the Reiurning Officer had the power 
given him to declare a candidate disquali- 
fied to be voted for or returned in case he 
did not place his dec‘aration of qualifica,. 
tion in the kands of the former within a 
certain time. As a member of the Gov- 
ernment he denied most emphatically 
having initiated any legislation with the 
view of affecting the seats of particular 
gentlemen in the other branch. The Govs 
ernment had not, directly or indirectly, 
Inspired tine measure, they had simply 
dealt with it as they dealt with every ques 
tion which came before them, as public 
men bound to give every subject their 
most careful consideration. He, for one, 
would be sorry to see the gentlemen in 
question excluded from Parliament, as it 
was advisable to have in that body the 
best men we would have. As respects 
the probability of an injustice being done 
to a candidate by a returning officer, it 
must be borne in mind that he had 
his right of appeal to a Committee of the 
House. 

Hon. Mr, CHRISTIE—How can a person 
who is declared ineligible to appear as a 
candidate come before a committee—he is 
not recognized ? 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—Every person 
has the right of petitioning Parliament 
and asking for redress. If a candidate was 
Improperly excluded by the returning 
officer he could petition Parliament and 
obtain a remedy. The bill was no inter- 
ference with local legislation, the Parlias 
ment simply defined its own rights and 
expressed its wishes with respect to its 
own representation. He referred to the 
Election Law to show that the rejected 
cadidate had a right to appear before the 
Committee of the House. Under any cir- 
cumstances, he contended it was not un- 
usual to legislate for one province differs 
ently from another The ballot was still 
in Operation in New Brunswick, whilst 
open voting was retained in Quebec and 
Ontario. 

Hon Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST— 


Hon. Mr. Mitchell. 
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The Government did not find themselves 
strong enough to bring in a general meas 
sure respecting the mode of conducting 
elections. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL ~The Government 
professed to govern in accordance with the 
‘‘ well understood wishes of the people.” 
The Government would not attempt to 
interfere with those rights and privileges 
to which the peuple of a Province pro- 
fessed an attachment. No one denied that 
the Senate should criticize and deal with 
every measure that came up from the other 
branch, but what the Hon. Postmaster 
General urged was that the Senate should 
not interfere unduly with a measure of 
a special character, affecting the interests 
and privileges of gentlemen in the Com- 
mons, 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
said that whilst the hon. gentlemen oppo« 
site professed a great indifference, they 
certainly displayed a large amount of 
earnestness —in fact, excitement,—whilst 
discussing the question. 

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL said that the 
Government discussed that measure as 
they did all public acts with earnestness ; 
but they did not instigate the Bill. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
contended that the Bill was only establish. 
ing partial legislation, and that the duty 
of the Senate was clearly to reject it. He 
did not understand the argument of the 
Hon. Postmaster General, that the Senate 
should not interfere with such a ques. 
tion. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL had only referred 
to the expediency or propriety of interfer~ 
ing with a measure of the kind. 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUST 
said that the application of the elective 
principle to the old Legislative Council had 
been mooted in the House of Assembly. 
He did not see why the Senate should not 
declare what was best for the generai wels 
fare of the country. The Government were 
aware that the bill was partial and excep— 
tional in its character. t 

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE ST. JUSL 
—Well the press of the country had re- 
vealed the motive at the bottom of the 
measure. 

Hon. Mr. McLELAN said that the 
Legislature of Ontario went as far as it 
could to declare against dual representa- 
tion, but it could not define the qualifica» 
tions of a candidate for the House of Com. 
mons, and therefore it. was left for Par« 
liament to perfect the legislation on the 
question. He referred to the practical 
workings of a similar measure in Nova 
Scotia to illustrate some of the effects of 
the Bill. 


Representation. 


Se a Po oe 


1077 Dual 


he must have had his doubts 
constitutionsality. 


Local Legislatures had exclusive jurisdic. 


mons. 


That privilege which had exist€d from 
time immemorial was more extraordinary 
than the one which would allow one pers 
son being elected for two Legislatures. 
He had been always opposed to interfer. 
ence with the rights of the people, and 
believed they should exercise the privilege 
F 
4 


of electing men to both Legislatures ; for 
he believed there would be many cases 
where such a provision would be beneficial 
to the public interests. The present Bill 
went still further than the law of Ontsrio 
and limited the selection of a candidate 
_ by a constituency. If a constituency favor- 
ed a ‘particular candidate for the House 
of Commons, he could be elected under 
_ the law of Ontario as it now stands, but 
_ ifthe Bill was passed then he must first 
_ resign his seat in the Ontario Legislature. 
If he was not returned, then the country 
would losé the benefit of his services alto. 
gether. ; 
| Hon. Mr. McM ASTER said that the Gov- 
_ vernment repudiated all connection with 
the Bill, but it was a remarkable fact that 
_ the gentleman who proposed the same 
_ measure last year was opposed by them, 
while this session they pursued an entirely 
_ different course. The warmth displayed 
| by members of the the Governmeni dis. 
cussing the question showed how much 
| interest they took in the matter. 1t would 
_ be remembered that the late Premier of 
_ Ontario strongly opposed the rejection of 
_ the principle of dual representation, but 
_ public opinion became so strong at last 
_ that he was forced to yield to the extent 
7 of providing that the members of the Local 
| Government should not be elected to seats 
. in the Dominion Parliament. When the 
present Premier of Ontario came into 
| | power he brought in a measure stipulating 
that dual representation should be abol- 
| ished, but it was not to go into operation 


| 


until the new Parliament was elected. 
Under that Bill no member of the Local 
_ Legislature, whether connected with the 
_ Government or not, could sit in the 


4 
: 
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Hon. Mr. REESOR said that it was 
not a matter of surprize that the Minister 
of Justice had not voted for the Bill, for 
as to its 
By reference to the 
Constitutional Act it would be seen that the 


_ tion over the property and civil rights of 
_ the Province. It was obvious that it was 

an interference with such rights to tell 
them that they should not send the can. 
didate they chose to the House of Com. 
A question might also be raised as 
to the propriety of having one person 
elected for two constituencies, and allow. 
ing him subsequently to select his seat. 
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Commons, but until Parliament met the 
members of the Local Government could 
retain their seats in the Local Legislature 
—they might'remain there for one session 
in fact. Now the present bill cet aside that 
act, and he would not vote for it inasmuch 
a- 1b was, in his opinion, a most unwarrant. 
able mterference with the rights of the 
Local Legislatures, 

Hon, Mr. BUREAU only wished to add 
a few remarks to show the imperfections 
of the Bill. The provision giving power to 
the returning ofticer was without prece- 
dent, and must have the most injurious 
results. Power was given to that officer 
to decide, without appeal, if a candidate 
is eligible or not in the sense of the bill, 

The first section stated that no person 
shall be eligible to or capable of being 
nomiuated for the House of Commons. if 
on the day of nomination he is 4 member 
of the Legislative Council or Assembly of 
any Province where dual represeniation 
has been abolished. Now suppose amem. 
ber of one of these Local Legislatures 
Should place his resignition in the hands 
of the Speaker, as is the custom, in order 
to quality himself to appear as a candidate 
for the Federal Parliament, and suppose 
the Returning Officer thought proper to 
ignore or pretend to ignore such a resignha- 
tion. Would it not be possible for an un- 
scrupulous Returning (ificer to deny the 
authenticity or legality of this resignation ? 
The experience of the past ought to put 
us On our guard. What authority was 
proposed to regulate the dispute between 
the Returning Ofiicer and the candidate in 
question? Un a matier of such grave 
moment it was not even proposed to aliow 
the same protection which the humblest 
person was able to demand at the hands 
of the tribunals of the Dominion. Yet the 
Government were willing to assume the 
responsibility of such dangervus legisla, 
tion. In fact, if we examined the arbitrary 
provisions of the bill, with the Act provid- 
ing for the independence of Parliament, 
any one must be convinced of the truth of 
his assertions. The Act set forth that no 
one shall be eligible or shall take his seat 
or vote, if he shall be disqualitied accord- 
ing to the Act. These were also the same 
terms used by the Legislature of Ontariv 
during its last session. Is the Keturning 
Ufficer, in either case, coustituted the sole 

judge. No. Yet the Government on the 
eve ofa generai election supported a mea 
sure so novei and impolitic, The Hon. 

Postmaster General haa said the bill would 
save expense, but that was an error; fur 
should it happen that the returning Officers 
should be summoned to the bar of the 

Chamber, every day devoted to the 
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necessary enquiry would entail a heavy 
expense and retard the progress of legis: 
lation. In whatever light he considered 
the Bill, he saw reason to regret that it was 
intr: duced; but in any case it ought to be 
amcnded so as to take away from the re 
turning officer a power which ought only 
to be exercised by the Legislature or the 
regularly constituted tribunals for the trial 
of contested elections 

Hon. Mr, WARK objected to the power 
given to the returning officer as extraor- 
dinary, and likely to lead to abuses. He 
wished to see our legislation of universal 
application, not partial in its operations, 
as would be the case with the present 
measure should it become law. He was 
not opposed to dual representation, and 
had always entertained the same opinion. 
tle thought the Parliament should not deal 
hastily with the question, Lut wait until 
we had more experience of the practical 
results of the working of the new system. 
He yointed out the expense and incon. 
venience that a candidate coming from 
Nova Scotia or New Brunswick would be 
subject to in case he had to appear before 
an Hlection Committee. If the Govern- 
ment had brought in a bill to have a trial 
in the Prcvince itself the case might be 
differer t 

Hon Mr. SUPHERLAND was unwilling 
to vote without expressing his opinion 
that the measure was objectionable to him, 
It appeared to him that the Bill was in- 
tended to steal a march on the Legislature 
of Ontario, and he did not believe that was 
the proper time or legitimate way of deal- 
ing with the matter. He was not op- 
posed to a general measure, but he 
could not vote for a Bill so partial in 
character. | 

The question of concurrence being put 
the House diviled and the names being 
called for they were taken down as fol- 
lows : 

Contents.—Hon. Messieurs Aikins, Ars 
mand, Benson, Botsford, Burnham, 
Campbell, Carrall, Chapais, Cornwall, 
Dickson, Dumouchel, Ferrier, Foster, Gi- 
rard, Hamilton, (Kingston), Holmes, La- 
coste, Leslie, McClelan, McLelan, Macdon 
ald, + itchel, Odell, Panet, Perry, Read, 
Ryan, Shaw. -- 23. 

Non>Contents.—Hon, Messieurs Blake, 
Bureau, Chaffers, Christie, Cormier, Flint, 
Guevremont, Leonard, Letellierde St.J ust, 
McMaster, Malhoit, Olivier, Price, heesor, 
Seymour, Simpson, Sutherland, Wark, Wil- 
mot, —19. 

So it was resolved in the affirmative, 
and 

The said Bill was then read a second time 
accordingly, 


Hon. Mr. Bureau. 


[SENATE] 
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AFTER RECKSS. 


The following Bils were read second 
time :— 

Banque Ville Marie incorporation Bill. 
(Hon. Mr, Letellier de St. Just.) 

Immigration Act Amendment Bill (Hon. 
Mr. Campbell.) , 

Canada Improvément Company Bill. 
(Hon. Mr, Ryan.) - 

North Western Trading Company Bill. 
(Hon Mr Benson.) | 

Ottawa, Vaudreuil and Montreal Railway 
Bill. (Hon. Mr Flint.) 

Canada Central Railway amendment Bill, 
(Hon Mr..Benson.) 

Public Works Act doubts removal Bill. 
(Gon. Mr. Cempbell.) 

Charlotte County Commissionners of Pi- 
lot: Bill. (Hon. Mr. Campbell.) 

Hudson’s Bay Company Loan amendment 
Bill. (Hon. Mr. Campbell.) 

Halifax Harbor Master’s appointment 
Bill. (Hon. Mr. Mitchell.) 

Nova Scotia Shipping of Seamen Bill. 
(Hon; Mr. Mitchell ) 

Bridges Bill (Hon. Mr. Campbell.) 

St, Lawrence and Ottawa Railway Bill. 
(Hon. Mr. Macpherson.) 

The Ylouse went into Committee and 
passed : 

Fraudulent morking of merchandize Bill. 
(Hon. Mr. Campbell ); also Polling Districts 
in Inverness, Nova Scotia Division Bill. 
(Hon. Mr. Campbell); also Voters Wists 
for Elections in Nova Scotia Revised Bill. 
(Hon, Mr. Campbell.) 

These three bills were passed and sent 
back to Commons. 

A number of bills were received from the 
Commons, 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monpay, June 10, - 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.2 
p.m. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE presented seve - 
ral petitions against the Tuwaship of Dunn 
being added to the Couaty of Monck for 
representation purposes. 

Mr. OL'VER stated that his name wag 
omitted from the diviion on Saturday 
upon Mr. Power’s amendment to the Rex 
presentation bill, He liad voted ‘ Yea,”’ 

The SPEAKER ordered that the Jour- 
nals be comected in this respect. . 
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THE LOOM PATENT. 


Hon. Mr.CHAUVEAU moved the second 
reading of the bill to authorize Joseph E. 
Archer to take out a patent for an inven. 
tion Known as the Hollens-Roberts Knitting 
Machine and Loom. 

Hon. Mr. M4 CKENZIE opposed the bill 
on the ground that it was a violation of 
the principle that had already passed a 
third reading of the House. It was very 
objectionable legislaticn. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said the bill had 
not yet become law. 

Hon, Mr. M4CDOUGALL objected 
strongly to exceptional legislation of this 
kind. The principle was unsound and 
precedent that would be established was a 


bad ore. There was nothing whatever 
in the case to justify a patent being is. 
sued. 


Hon. Mr. HOLTON would not discuss 
the merits of the case, but having passed 
a general law it was unwise to pass any 
exceptional legislation, and he called 
upon the Government to explain their 
policy. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
the patent law passed the other day was 
certainly a strong ground against this 
bill. He would not say that exceptional 
cases could not arise, but in this case, he 
did not think such exceptional circum. 
stances had been established. 

Mr. MILLS raised a question of order, 
the principle of this bill having been 


already decided in the patent law just 


passed. 

The SPEAKER did not consider the 
point of order a good one. 

“A vote was then taken with the follow- 
ing result: Yeas, 40; nays, 76. 


RELIEF BILL. 


Hon. Col. GRAY resumed the discussion 
on the Voulton bond holders’ relief bill, 
and moved the House into Committee on 
the proposed amendment. He had con- 
sulted the Minister of Justice, who thought 
that the bill might pass, leaving the share- 
holders to run the risk of having their 
case decided before the courts. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
matter was surrounded with difficulties out 
of which be could hardly see his way. He 
had every respect for the Supreme Court 
of New Brunswick, but doubted the cor- 
rectness of the decision in this case The 
bondholders had a fair claim somewhere, 
and he was willing that their risk in this 
bill should pass, the question to be left to 
the tribunals as to whether this House had 
jurisdiction or not, ; | 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE rose to a pvint of 
order, that no instruction could be given 
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toa committee which had power to act 
without instruction ; and having reference 
to the serious consequences of the passing 
of this bill upon railway bonds in Ontario 
and Quebec, which would be declared il. 
legal by this Act. He could not vote 
for it. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
point of order was well taken. 

Hon. Col. GRAY did not wish to press 
the matter against the Opinion of the 
House, as it had been stated that large 
Interests in Ontario and Quebec would 
be affected by its passing. He would 
therefore withdraw it. 


‘Business. 


REPORTS AND BILLS. 


-Mr. GIBBS presented the report of the 
Public Accounts Committee, containing 
the evidence on the claims of Dr. Schultz 
for losses in the North-West insurrection, 

The followivg bills were then read a 
second time, referred to committee, re- 
ported, and then read a third time and 
passed ;—An Act to incorporate the Cana- 
da and New York Bridge and Tunnel Com. 
pany —Mr Carling; an Act to amend the 
Act incorporating the Queenston Suspens 
sion Bridge Company—Mr. Morrison (Nia- 
gara); an Act to amend the Act ineorpo- 
rating the St. Mary Railway and Bridge 
Company—Mr. Morrison (Niagara); an Act 
to amend the St, Francis and Megantic 
Railway Act—Mr. Morrison; an Act to 
amend the Act of incorporation of the 
Ontario and rie Ship Canal Company— 
Mr. Morrison (Niagara); an Act to incor~ 
porate the Pacific Junction Bridge Coms 
pany—Mr. Morrison (Niagara); an Act to 
incorporate the Lake Superior and Fort 
Garry Railway Company—Mr. Morrison 
(Niagara) ; an Act to incorporate the 
Central Railway Company of Manitoba— 
Mr. Bown ; an Act to incorporate the Mani- 
toba Junction Railway Company.—Mr, 
Shanly; an Act to revive and amend an 
Act passed by the Legislature of the late 
Province of Upper Canada, incorporating 
the Gananoque and Wiltsie Navigation 
Company.—Mr. Crawford (Leeds) ; an Act 
to incorporate the Lake Superior and Win. 
nipeg Railway Company.—Mr. Nathan ; 
an Act to incorporate the Northwest Rail 
way Company of Manitoba.—Dr. Schultz; 
an Act to incorporate the Thunder Bay 
Silver Mining Railway Company—Col. 
Gray. The amendments to the Act to 
incorporate the Agricultural Insurance 
Company of Canada, from the Senate, 
were concurred in. 


QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS. 


Mr. MASSON (Soulanges) asked whether 
an action brought against the Government 
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by the heirs of De Beaujeu, who claim 
certain rights of property in respect of 
ordnance lands at the foot of Coteau du 
Lac, has been taken into consideration and 
decided by the Court; and if not, what 
are the intentions of the Government with 
regard to that case which has now been 
long pending before the Court. — 

Hon. Sir GHORGE CARTIER replied 
that the question was still pending before 
the Courts, and no decision had taken 
place. His hon. friend would understand 
that the matter could not be decided by 
the Government, but by judgment of the 
Court. ‘They had reason to believe that a 
verdict would shortly be rendered. 

Mr. WOKKMAN, for Mr. GRANT, asked 
whether it is the intention of the Governs 
ment to supply each of the members of the 
various Local Parliaments with a copy of 
the Parliamentary sessional papers. 

Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER replied 
that the question had been answered that 
it was not a matter for the decision of the 
Government, but for the action of the 
House. 

Hon. Col. GRAY, for Mr. RENAUD, 
asked whether it is the intention of the 
Government, before asking a vote of the 
House for the opening of the Bay Verte 
Canal, (which according to the survey’s 
report will cost several millions), to cause 
a survey to be made of the ground between 
Shediac and Moncton; and also of the 
ground between Shediac and Memram.~ 
cook, in order to ascertain whether it 
would not be more practicable as a matter 
of economy to connect the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence and the Bay of Fundy by that 
line rather than to follow the line recom 
mended in the report of the survey, the 
said survey being the only survey made by 
the Dominion. | 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said it is not the 
intention of the Government. 


Mr. WOKKMAN asked whether there 
have been any negotiations between the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company and the 
Government, or the Grand ‘Trunk 
Kailway Company and the Commis- 
sioners Of the Harbour ot Montreal 
for the acquisition by that Com. 
pany of the railway track along the 
wharves and harbour of Montreal; 
and whether the Government have 
agreed to permit or intend to permit the 
sald Company to Carry out their design in 
that respect, as described by the President 
of that Company in his annual address 
delivered on the 25th april last, viz., to 
pay tor any design if they become the sole 
owners of the railway track along the 
wharves and harbour of Montreal, and 


Mr. Masson. 
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thereby to acquire the sole right of using 
the said track for their own trailic. 

Hon. Sir GHORGE CARTIER would 
inform his hon. friend that he was entirely 
under an erroneous impression. It was 
not in the power of the Government to 
give authority either to the Grand Trunk, 
the Colonization, or any Railway Company, 
for that exclusive right, The power was 
vested in the Harbour Commissioners and 
the city of Montreal. 

Mr. FOURNIKR asked whether, in con- 
formity with the statement of the Minister 
of Justice, the Government have directed 
Mr. Justice Bosse to comply with the order 
of the Quebec, Government under date of 
7th April 1869, fixing his residence at 
Montmagny, and whether any and what 
delay has he been prescribed for his com:< 
pliance with that order. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD replied 
that it was only the other day that he had 
promised to take the matter up, and from 
pressure of business he had not been able 
todo so; but as soon as the Session was 
over he would at once communicate with 
Mr. Justice Bosse. 

Mr. ANGLIN asked why it was that the 
barrack ground and other military pro- 
perty at St, John, N.B , had not passed to 
the Dominion, as similar property in other 
parts of the Dominion had done; and if, 
when it is transferred, the Dominion Gov-~ 
ernment will be prepared to make an ar- 

rangement with the corporation of St. 
John in regard of such property? 

Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER replied 
that the property had not been handed 
over by the KEnglish Government 
in consequence of a question raised by the 
corporation of St. John, but should the 


by Members. 


surrender be accepted by the Do- 
minion, the property would be for 
defensive purposes, that is to say, 


for the same Object as it was held by the 
Imperial Government, and the Dominion 
Government was ready to accept the trans- 
fer on that understanding, and then allow 
the corporation of St. John to file any 
claim they may have against that property. 


NOTICES OF MOTION, 


Mr. FURTIN moved for the correspon 
dence respecting St. Lawrence pilots,— 
Carried. 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges), moved for the 
correspondence respecting the Fort at 
Coteau du Lac.—Carried. 

Mr. M{uLS moved for copies of the cor~ 
respondence between the Governments of 
Ontario and the Dominion, respecting the 
northern and western boundaries ot the 
Province of Untario. — Uarried, 

Mr. S!REET moved the second reading 
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of the bill to further amend the Act res 
specting the duties of Justices of the Peace 
out of Sessions in relation to summary 
convictions and orders. He explained that 
the object of the bill was to provide that a 
deposition taken before a Justice of the 
Peace, duly sworn to by witnesses upon 
which the prisoner shall have had every 
opportunity to cross-examine, should be 
used before the Court of Appeal in lieu of 
the oral evidence of the witness, should he 
be absent from the country, or too ill to 
attend the Court. 

Mr. SCATCHERD objected to the bill, 
and would be sorry to see any measure pass 
which would prevent parties appealing 
from the decisions of magistrates. 

Mr. FERGUSON saw a great deal of ob- 
jection to the bill. He had not a very 
strong faith in the evidence taken betore 
nor in the decisions of magistrates, and 
thought that every person should have a 
right to appeal. The evidence might be 
taken but should not be binding upon the 
Judge. 

Mr. DREW thought that while the Bill 
would remedy one evil, it would open the 
door toa greater. From experience he 
could say that many giving evidence before 
magistrates were ignorant persons, and the 
evidence was not always taken down cor- 
rectly, and when cases were taken into the 
Courts the facts were found to be quite 
different. 

Hon Sir JOHN MACUVONALD had been 
anxious to hear the opinions of hon. gen~ 
tlemen who had had experience in the 
country on the point. The House would 
see that the matter wasa local one, apply- 
ing particularly to the Niagara frontier. 
Foreigners and Americans visiting there 
and getting into disputes with cabmen and 
others, were frequently badly used, and 
on applying to a magistrate for relief, the 
offender would appeal, knowing that the 
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‘traveller would not be able to await the 


appeal, and thus injustice was done to 
strangers visiting Canada. His hon. friend 
had taken great care in providing that all 
the evidence taken before magistrates 
should not be read in appeal, but only in 
cases where 2 magistrate sits as a judge to 
try parties under the Summary Conviction 
Act; so that when the case is brought up 
in the Quarter Sessions afterwards, the 
party being out of the country, all the 
evidence may be read. ‘The reason was a 
local one, pressing very much upon that 
part of the country re presented by his hon. 
friend; but he would recommend him not 
to press it, and the matter could be taken 
up next session. bp : 
Mr. STREET said the Minister of Justice 
had correctly stated the case, and under 
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ao circumstances he would withdraw his 
ill. 


COPYRIGHT. 


_ Hon. Sir F. HINCKS moved the House 
into Committee to consider certain resolu 
tions on the subject of copyright. 

The Committee rose, reported, and the 
resolutions were read a first and second 
time. 

It being six o’clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS, 
THE REPRESENTATION BILL. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
the third reading of the bill for the read. 
justment of representation. 

_ Mr. WORKMAN, having received a peti- 
tion from Montreal against the bill, now 
desired to express his views on the sub. 
ject. He read the petition, objecting strong. 
ly against the proposed division of Mon- 
treal, and advocating the separate repre~ 
sentation of the commercial portion of the 
community, and urging that the present 
division gave the most general satisfaction. 
The petition was signed by 1751 of the 
principal merchants of the city, and head. 
ed by Sir Hugh and Andrew Allan. He 
then placed the petition on the table, 
stating that in point of wealth, position 
and standing of those who had signed it, 
no such petition had ever been laid before 
the House. The petition came from a 
s¢ Protestant minority’? of Montreal. 

Hon. Sur GEORGE CARTIER—Is that in 
the petition? 

Mr. WORKMAN had letters to that 
effect. He then referred to the present 
division of Montreal, the central division 
comprising nineteenstwentieths of the 
entire mercantile community of the city. 
He then quoted the amount of duties paid 
by Montreal, claiming that the Central 
division which he represented contributed 
nearly 45 per cent. of the entire customs 
revenue of the Dominion. He referred 
to his division as having at first formed 
by the Minister of Militia, saying that he 
and the Government were well satisfied 
so long as the division was represented by 
a thick and thin supporter of theirs, but 
the moment achange took place, and he 
(Mr. Workman) was returned, the Governs 
ment desired to change the constituency. 
He was glad to see the additional repre- 
sentation given to the commercial interest 
in Ottawa, Toronto and Hamilton; and 
claimed that on the same principle the 
manufacturing interest of Montreal Centre 
should be allowed separate representation. 
If Montreal had members in the same 
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ratio as Ottawa, she would have ten, He 
desired above all to avoid religious con- 
troversy and should not have now men- 
tioned it but for the remarks of the 
Minister of Militia on the subject a few 
days ago, as reported in the Torento Mail, 
from which he quoted, as he believed it 
contained the best report published. 
The Minister of Militia had stated that 
the proposed division would practically 
make the West ward a Protestant ward. 
He denied that this would be the case, 
and quoted the figures showing a majority 
of over 5,000 Catholics, and he challenged 
the Minister of Militia to prove his state« 
meut.. Though the number of voters in 
Montreal Centre was small, it comprised 
those who, to a large extent, comprised 
the wealth, intelligence, and enterprise 
of the Dominion, and they only asked to 
be let alone and not overwhelmed by an 
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immense number of voters who differed 


from them in nationality, religion and 
occupations. - 
were to be added to the Central Division, 


6,000 were Protestant and 13,000 Catho. 
lics; and while he did not desire in any 
he must 
As 
at present, the Central Division was mainly 
Turning to the matter of 
property, the Protestants possessed pro- 
perty in the proportion of nineteen to 
seventeen as compared with the Catholic, 
in point of numbers. they 
had a right to amember, which they could 
by Catholics 


way to reflect on the Catholics, 
in self-defence refer to the matter. 


Protestant. 


and therefore, 


not have if overwhelmed 
votes, as proposed in the present measure ; 
and he 
Ontario on _ behalf 


allow them to be disfranchised. He qou- 
ted letters from gentlemen in Montreal, 
his political opponets even, condeming the 
changes as most outrageous, foolish and 
uncalled for; and saying that but for the 


want of time, the number of subscribers 


to the petition would have been doubled. 


He maintained that the proposed change 
would, in case Protestants were ever ranged 
against Catholics at the polls, altogether 


Overwhelm the Protestant interest. 
He hoped that he had made out his case. 
and if not it was not his fault nor the fault 
of his cause, He moved, seconded by 
Mr. Ross (Prince Edward), that the bill be 
not now read a third time, but referred 
back to Committee to strike out all the 
proposed changes in Montreal. 

Mr. RYAN said, if he cegarded the mea- 
sure with a view to his individual interests, 
he should entirely Oppose it, but looking 
at it in a broader and noble sense he 
should not take tha; course, I'he hon, 


Mr, Workman. 
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Among those voters who 


appealed to the members of 
of the Protestant 
minority, as men and co-religionists not to 
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member had appealed to the Protestants 
of Ontario, but his own position gave him 
no foundation for such an appeal. During 
many years Montreal had returned one 
Protestant and two Catholics, and in case 
of Three Rivers and other constitueacies, 
Protestants were returned by Catholics 
voters; and this showed that Lower 
Canada was not ruled by bigotry. The 
Protestant population of Montreal was not 
one-third, as had been stated, but whats 
ever division took place the feeling of 
justice and fair play animating the Roman 
Catholics would ever continue and would 
result in retuining one Protestant. He 
should, therefore, oppose the amendment, 
believing that the measure proposed woul | 
effect a just and fair division in point of 
He quoted from the Montreal 
Witness, saying that on the whole the end 
proposed by the measure would be gained. 
The French have the majority in the east, 
the [rish in the west, and mercantile com. 
munity inthe centre. He referred to the 
representation in the City Council, where 
there were five Protestants and three 
Catholics. The fact was that the measurs 
might effect his colleague and himself. 
They would have to exchange constituen-— 
cies probably, but looking at the measure 
altogether and not on individual grounds, 
he should support it. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER referred 
to the petition presented by Mr. Work-_ 
man, stating that among tae subscribers 
there were the names of men of the 
highest standing, and _ especially Sir 
Hugh Allen, who headed the list; 
but if he criticised the petition he 
could show it variously signed, and by no 
means comprising the entire mercantile 
community. The petition, however, only 
protested against the division on commer- 
cial grounds and did not take the grounds 
mentioned by the member for Montreal 
Centre, that justice was not done to the 
Protestants. ‘The petition did not use the 
argument besause there was no reason for 
it, and he would therefore refer to the 
commercial argument. It was absurd to 
say that the Central Division comprised all 
the mercantile interest. It might contain 
the importers, but there were the gentles 
men concerned in the great lumbering trade 
and other branches of exports who resided 
in other parts, and the addition of St. 
Anne’s Ward, made the Central Division 
more properly a commercial ward than be- 
fore. Montreal was pro$perous and suc- 
cessful and was beconing the commercial 
focus of the Dominion; and to say that 
that state of things arose solely from the 
Ventre Ward with its present small popu- 
lation was absurd. He referred to the 
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population of Montreal, according to the 
present census as sustained by the c nsus 
taken in the city, to show the small popula- 
tion of the Centre Ward. (At this point 
there was @ loud cry from a baby in the gal- 
lery causing great amusement and la ughter 
and bringing Sir George to a full stop ) 

Hon, Mr. HOLTON-—-Put down for once. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD —No; on 
the contrary, I think my hon. friend has 
been paid a high compliment, inasmuch as 
he has succeeded in attracting the attens 
tion of the infantry (Laughter.) 

Hon. Sir GEURGE CARTIER said the 
whole population 9f Montreal Centre wis 
5,264; among wh)m were 4 232 Catholics. 
The number of voters was 2392. The 
entire population consisted of’ 79,000 
Catholics and 29.000 Protestants, there 
being among them 58,000 French Cana; 
dians; and he desired to state these figures 
ir reply to the charge that he (Sir George 
Cartier) was endeavouring to put the Pro- 
testants in a false position. He had stated, 
as mentioned by the member for Montreal. 
and as reported in The Mail, which he 
acknowledged gave the best and most 
trustworthy report of Parliamentary pro- 
ceedings, that in the West Ward the strong- 
est electoral element was Protestant, and 
he maintained this to be the case, the 
figures being as follows: French Canadian, 
2,300; Irish; 1,000; and Protestants, 2,600. 
He quoted from the Nouveau Monde, in 
French, translating it; to the eftect 
that Montreal, two-thirds Catholic, would 
always return one Protestant, and accusing 
him of being anti-Catholic, while the 
member for Montreal Centre, making him- 
self the Prot: stant champion, accused him 
of being antixProtestant, and ali this proved 
him to be in the right place between the 
two extremes, in fact, virtue 
(Laughter.) He Sir George) wa; a sincere 
Catholic, desiring his faith to be respected 


as he would respect that of others, and he 


desired that the mereantile community of 
Montreal should have a representative. 
He himself respected religion, and thought 
very little of any one who said he cared 
nothing forit. He had always spoken in 
the same way on religious questions, no 
matter what his audience, and every one 
who had a faith ought to feel that he would 
receive thet justice in the country that 
wonld make him feel that religiously he 
was notin aminority. He quoted from 
the Montreal Daily News, approving of the 
measure, but expressing surprise that he 
(Sir George) should pursue a policy in the 
matter that would tend to alienate his own 
friends, and saying that he (Sir ‘“‘eorge) 
was a tried and trusty friend iv the Pro- 
testant electors of Montrei, and he 
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thought that was a pretty good certificate 
from a Protestant paper to him, a Catholic. 

He maintained that. the Protestant voie 
was paramount in Centre Montreal, refer- 
ring to the recent municipal elections, re- 
greiting, however, that any religious fesl- 
ing should then have been invoked. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON gaid there was no 
religious element in the question. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTI=& denied this 
quoting the Nouveau Monde in his support. 
A more equitable redistribution of the 
representation of Montreal could not be 
made than that contained in the bill, and 
he quoted the number of voters in each 
division, stating is to be oui of the question 
that Montreal Cenire should te left as at 
present in the interest of the present 
member. 

Mr. WORKMAN —Who made the pre- 
vious division? 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER acknow~ 
ledged that he had done so, but maintained 
that the circumstances were then quite 
different. He denied the charge that he 
had desired to get rid of his own consti- 
tuents, and concluded by maintaining 
azain the equitable readjustment of the 
representation. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said he intended to 
support the motion of the hon. member 
for Montreal Centre, although on different 
grounds. He would state his reasons, If 
the Minister of Militia would bring in a 
measure to correct all the anomalies 
in the representation, he would be 
prepared to consider it; but why deal 
with this one constituency? Why not let 
things alone until the time arrived for a 
general change? . He (Mr. Holton’s) 
main objection was the exceptional char- 
acter of the legislation. He would not dis, 
cuss the question of Catholics and Protes- 
tants. Religious questions had not been 
brought up in his election. He had not 
been successful with such a cry, and he 
had not been defeated. The ground on 
which Montreal Centre was organized ten 
years ago was good to-day. The English 
population was great then, and they have 
not since demanded any change, and there- 
fore it was unwise to make any change 
unless asked for. 

Hon. Mr. 2OPE could not understand 
why the member for Montreal Centre did 
not desire a change. It wus because the 
constituency was sosmall, He (Mr. Pope) 
represented a minority in Lower Canada, 
and did not think that this subject should 
be discussed as between Catholics and 
Protestants. 

Mr. WORK MAN-—I did not raise it. 

Hon. Mr. POPE contended that he had, 
quoting his language to the effect that the 
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merchants of Montreal did not wish to be 
hemmed in by Catholics. He (Mr. Pope) 
had felt it his duty to place such ques. 
tions beyond the reach of political discus- 
sion; and while he acknowledged fealty 
to the Protestant minority in Lower Cana- 
da, he deprecated the attempt to make 
political capital by raising creed against 
creed, ' 

Mr. CAMERON (Peel) thought that the 
Protestant minority in Lower Canada had 
no reason to complain of the manner in 
which they had been treated by ithe Row 
man Catholics. He had felt strongly on 
this point. When it was represented that 
the proposed change would place the Pro. 
testants in a worse position, he had felt as 
a Protestant that if there was to be an 
arrangement of that kind it was his duty 
on behalf of his religion to do everything 
in his power to prevent it. He had con« 
sequently communicated with Protestant 
friends in Montreal who had informed him 
that the proposed change would strengthen 
the Protestant vote. If it had been other. 
wise, he did not hesitate to say that he 
would have vuted against the measure. 
(Hear, hear.) 

Mr. SCRIVER thought that the mem. 
ber for Montreal Centre had no intention of 
raising the religious question. He had 
spoken in a state of excitement, and had 
used language which he probably did not 
mean. From his past experience of the 
career of the Minister of Militia, he had no 
doubt that the Protestant minority would 
be liberally dealt with. His opposition to 
the bill was on a different ground. He be. 
lieved that the commercial centre of Mon. 
treal was entitled to representation, but by 
the proposed change they would not be 
able to have such representation. He 
quoted from the Montreal Witness of a 
later day than that quoted by Sir George 
Cartier, to the effect that the commercial 
community did not approve of a change in 
the representation. The Montreal Herald 
and Gazetie also opposed the change. He 
was bound therefore, to support the 
amendment cf the hon. member for Mon 
treal Centre. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD regretted 
that his hon. friend from Montreal Centre 
snould have raised the religious question. 
He felt sure that the matter under dis« 
cussion would not affect the balance of 
parties in that respect. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said no such thing 
as a religious question had ever been rais- 
edin any of the political contests with 
which he had been connected. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MAYDONALD was glad 
to hear his hon. friend who had had long 
experience say so. He (Sir John) since 


Hon, Mr, Pope. 
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1851 could bear testimony to the fairness 
with which Protestants had been treated 
as regarded representation in Montreal; 
and if there had been an inequality it was 
because tbere had been two Protestants. 
The attempt therefore, to introduce the 
religious element was unfortunate. He did 
not blame the member for Montreal Centre 
for desiring to protect the rights of the 
Protestants, but he regretted extremely 
that he. had attempted to rouse the reli. 
gious feelings of the Protestants of Ontario 
against the Catholics of Lower Canada, as 
the rousing of these feelings in Upper 
Canada would revive the latent feeling in 
Lower Canada against the Protestants, 
and would re-act in the Local Legislature 
there. He could not complain of the tone 
of the member for .Chateauguay in the 
matter, for that hon. gentleman in the 
pest had consistently advocated tolerance 
in religious matters, and he would no 
doubt continue to do so in the future; 
but his argument was erroneous in that he 
said he could not vote for the change pro. 


posed in Montreal because it was excep-— 


tional legislation, although he admitted it 
to be an essential reform if applied to the 
whole Dominion. All reforms had to be 
gradual, and if he (Sir John) remembered 
aright, no later than Saturday the hon. 
gentleman voted for one piece of excep« 
tional legislation in adding Port Neuf 
to Quebec; and therefore on that ground 
and also in order to show his disapproval 
of the introduction of religious feel. 
ing into the discussion, the hon. gentle. 
man ought to vote against the amendment 
proposed by the member for Montreal. 
With reference to the argument of the 
member for Huntingdon, that the com- 
mercial interest ought to be represented, 
he contended that the addition of Griffins 
town to Montreal Centre in no way took 
away from its character as a mercantile 
constituency, inasmuch as humble artizans 
were quite as much a portion of the come 
mercial interest as were the wealthy em- 
ployers. In every principle, then, the 
measure was just. There was an equaliza- 
tion of votes, the different interests were 
represented and jealousy of race was pre- 
vented, inasmuch as in all probability the 
elections would result in the return to 
Parliament of a French Canadian, an Irish 
Catholic, and an English Protestant. 

Mr. FERGUSON regretted extremely 
that the religious question had been intro« 
duced, but thought that the speech of the 
‘Minister of Militia had set that matter at 
rest. He had it from gentlemen in Mon~ 
treal that the proposed change would do 
no injury to the Protestant feeling there, 
and the Minister of Justice had clearly 
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shown the House that the power of the 
merchants would be increased rather than 
decreased. He could not see the justice 
of a city of 107,000 people being divided 
into three constituencies, one having only 
7,000 people, while the other two had 50,« 
000 each. He hoped his hon. friend from 
Montreal Centre would be convinced that 


justice had been done, and that the Pro. 


testants would not suffer. He should have 
no hesitation in voting against the amends 
ment. 

Mr. BOWELL thought the member for 
Montreal Centre had been rather harshly 
treated. Although that gentleman might 
have swoken warmly, he had not originated 
the question of creed or religion in the 
discussion. If any feeling had been 
aroused, it was due to the Minister of 
Militia. He felt that the premises laid 
down by the Minister of Militia had not 
been borne out by the facts. It had been 
shown that the Catholic vote of the pros 
posed new division would exceed the Pro- 
testant by some 6,000. If he rightly un- 
derstood the matter, St. Ann’s ward was 
almost exclusively a manufacturing ward, 
while the present Centre Division was 
composed of merchants and importers 
whose interests were diametrically opposed 
to those of the menufacturers, and yet it 
was proposed to throw these interests to- 
gether. He would vote for the amend. 
ment, 

Mr. ANGLIN thought the hon. gentle~ 
man should have appealed to the justice 
ot both Protestants and Catholics, rather 
than to Protestants only. Had he made 
out a case he (Mr. Anglin) would have 
voted for the amendment, as he felt that 
justice was due to the minority in ali cases. 
He had listened with attention to the 
statement of facts, and thought there was 
no danger of Montreal ever, being without 
a Protestant representative. He would 

vote against the amendment. 

Mr. WORKMAN maintained that he had 
not introduced the religious question, but 
that it had been torced upon him by the 
Minister of Militia. He did not wish to say 
one word that would be offensive 0: objec~ 
tionable to the Roman Catholics. He had 
lived among them in peace for forty years, 
and he did not wish any member in the 
House to think that he had the least feel. 
ing against that body. He quoted from 
the Montreal Gazette and Herald to show 
that the proposed change was distasteful 
to the people of Montreal, and would 


again state that if he had said one word | 


offensive to any Roman Catholic, he hum 
bly wished to withdraw it. 
The members were then called in, and 
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Mr. Workman’s amendment lost on a di- 
vision— Yeas, 22; nays, 95. 
The bill was then read a third time and 
passed. 
SUPPLY. 


The House then went into Committee 
of Supply, Mr. Street in the Chair. Various 
items were passed without discussion, and 
the Committee rose and reported, 


ELECTION ACT. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD intro- 
duced a bill to amend the Parliamentary 
Election Aci of 1871. He also gave notice 
that to-morrow he would move an ad. ress 
to His bxcellency Lord Lisgar, on the oc- 
casiou of his leaving the country. 

The House adjourned at 11.30, 


to ee 


SENATE. 
Turspay, June 1), 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 

BILLS, 

Hon. Mr. HAMILTON, from Committee 
on Banking, Railways and Commerce re- 
ported upon the Bill with respect to Bills 
of Exchange and Promissory Notes, with 
amendment, adopting the law of merchants 
which prevails everywhere. 

Also, bills to amend the tt. Lawrence and 
Ottawa Railway Act. 

To incorporate Banque Ville Marie. 

To grant additional powers to the Mons 
treal and Ottawa Railway Company. 

To incorporate ‘(anada Improvement 
Company. 

These kills were read a third time and 
passed, 

Hon. Mr. DICKSUN, from Committee on 
Standing Orders and Private Bills,reported 
tavorably on petitions of Angus Morrison 
and otbers ; and of Domipion ‘Trust Com» 


pany 


CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS, 


Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR presented a report 
from the Committee on Contingent Acs 
counts. Adopted. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Hon. Mr. RYAN made the motion of 
which he had given notice on a previous 
day: That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Excellency the Governor 
General, praying that (during the interval 
between the dissolution of the present 
and the assembling of a new Parliament), 
steps may be taken by the appointment of 

a commission of enquiry or otherwise, to 
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obtain such full and correct inforn ation 
as may enable the Government to submit 
to Parliament at its next session, a Bill or 
Bille, providing 

Ist. One uniform system of weights and 
measures throughout the Dominion. 

2nd. The puichase and maintenance at 
couvenicnt places of accurate and reliable 
standards of length, weight and capacity, 
including standards for the measurement 
ot Bad. 3 

3rd, A regular and general inspection of 
all weights and measures throughout the 
Doiuinion, 


Yhe hon. gentleman stated that the 
subject had occupied the attention of the 
Houce for some time. In 1870 a special 
committee was appointed to make enquiry 
into the subject of coins, and weights and 
measures throughout the Dominion. That 
‘ommittee made a report which was 
adopted by the Senate, and after detailing 
certain circumstances stated that they were 
‘‘of opmion that no time should be lost 
in establishing by law a uniform system 
of weights and measures throughout the 
Dominion. The duty of initiating lecis- 
lation ou a subject of such importance 
necessarily*devolves upon the Gove rnment, 
and the Committee are of opinion that 
another session should not be allowed to 
p2ss withcut a measure being submitted 
to Parliament.” ‘wo measures were sub- 
mitted to Parliament, one of which 
established the metric system. Another 
measure, dealing with the general subject 
of weights and measures ad approaching 
the organization of a uniform system was 
also submitted, but when it came to be 
considered, it was not considered suffi- 
clently perfect, and the Government 
accordingly withdrew it. He did not think 
that the country had lost anything by the 
withdrawal of that8measure, inasmuch as 
since that time great progress has been 
made in Great Britain towards establishing 
the best system of weights and measures. 
A Royal Commission had been sitting now 
for five years, and their measure was about 
complete. ‘hey had already published 
five voluminous reports, including also the 
subject of measurement of gas. The mea- 
sure, however, was not yet* before the 
imperial Parliament, though thers was 
no doubt it would be there during the pre- 
sent session. Under these circumstances 
it appeared to him that when the subject 
was considered of such importance, that it 
demanded the attention of a Commission 
composed of the most eminent men, 
including the Astronomer Royal, the 
Government in this country ought to take 
time before the meeting of Parliament 


Hon, Mr. Ryan. 
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to prepare @ measure which will satisfy the 
people j 

Hon. ir. CAMPBELL replied that the 
Government would consent to the motion. 
The question had already occupied the at- 
tention of the Guvernment, but there were 
considerable difticulties in the way arising 
Oui of ihe different practices in the differ. 
ent Provinces. A new Parliament, no 
doubt, would be called upon to deal with 
the question. 


The motion was amended. at the sugges» 
tion of Hon Mr. Letellier de St. Just to add 
water metres. 


SECOND READINGS. 


The folowing Bills were read a second 
time : 

Dominion Trust Company’s Billi—( Hon, 
Mr. Aikins.) 

Manitoba Insurance Company Bill —(Hon. 
Mr. Girard.) 

Western Assurance Company Amend - 
ment Bill—(Hon. Mr. Macpherson.) 

Patents of Invention Bill—(Hon. Mr. 
Campbell.) 

Imperial Guara..tee aud Loan Society 
Bill—(Hon. Mr. Macpherson. ) 


DUAL REPRESENTATION. 


Lone House went into Committee on the 
dual representation bill, and amends 
ments moved by Senator Letellier de St. 
Just to prevent the measure interfering 
with or invalidating Untario Acts, and make 
the measure applicable to ail the Provin- 
ces, which were rejected. 

Un the motion ofa third reading, 


Senator BUREAU moved to limit the 
powers of returning officers. 

The'motion was negatived by thirteen to 
twenty-five and the bill was then passed. 

Bills on the following subjects were then 
read a third time and passed :— 

Bills of exchange and promissory notes, 
with an amendment adopting the law of 
exchanzes which prevails everywhere. 

St Lawrence and Ottawe Railway. 

Banque Ville Marie. 

Montreal, Vaudreuil and Ottawa Rail- 
way. 

Canada Improvement Company. 

Emigration Att. 

Public Works. 

Charlotte County. 

Commissioners of Pilots. 

Hudson’s Bay Company Loan, 

Halifax Harbor Master. 

Bridges. 

‘Tea and Coffee Duties Repeal. 

Anticosti Incorporation, 

Nova Scotia Shipping 
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NEW BRUNSWICK SCHOOL Law. move an Address to His Excellency Lord 


Senator WARK gavea sketch of the | 1/88ar, exprestive of the regret of the 
way Denominational grants were made in | House at his departure: He said that the 
‘New Brunswick, and asked whether the | Curse Of the nobleman had been such, 
Government, in cubmitting the New | (uring his stay in Canada, as to command 
Brunswick School Act for the opinion ot | 224 to retain the good feeling of every one 
the law officers of the Crown, or the de. | 2, the country during the whole of his ad- 
-cision of the Privy Covncil, will call on | ™'Stration. He (Hon. Sir John) believed 
the Government of New Brunswick to | the House would agree with him in saying 

assist in preparing the case to be sub-~ | that he had performed the duties of his 
mitted. position, as the representative of Our Most 

Senator CAMPBELL replied that as they | G#cious Queen, in a mafmer that de- 
‘were anxious to get all the facts of the | ™2nded the respect and esteem of all 
case, they would take care that the Gov~ classes of our people in Parliament (hear, 
ernment of New Brunswick should be con. | h€a™). J¢ was not surprising that Lord 
Culted. Lisgar should have pursued a constitutional 

Senators LETELLIER DE ST. JUST and | Course in the performance of his duties, as 
CHAPAIS denounced the legislation of long experience in public life in England, 


New Brunswick as unjust, as an Officer of the Im; erial Government, 
Bills on the follcwing subjects were read | 258 Member of Parliament, and in several 
2 OE es other high positions, had fully qualified 


him to understand and to carry out the 
principles of responsible Government, as 
they obtain in this colony and most of the 
colonies of the empire. He (Hon. Sir 
John) thought, therefore, that every one 
would agree with him that it was fitting, as 
it was usual in such cases, that Parliament 


I'he Manitoba Insurance Company. 
Dominion Trust Company. 

Patent Laws. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS should express its real feelings with re. 
; spect to the Governor General, or his re- 
Tuauspay, June 11. tiring fromoffice. Personally he regretted 


exceedingly that the intercourse which, 
during the whole time Lord Lisgar had 
been in office, had been pleasantly con. 


ee Se Le eee a ee. 7 
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Mr. SPEAKER took the chair at three 
-o’clock, p.m. 


EXTENDING ACTS. ducted between that nobleman and him. 

z : self and the other members of the Goy- 

After routine, ernment, should now end. In every 
Pe Hon. Dr. TUPPER moved the House | respect Lord Lisgar had been an exemplary 
: ‘into Committee, Mr. McDonald (Middle- governor (hear, hear.) For reasons per- 


; sex) in the chair, on the following resolu- | gona! to himself he had found it proper to 
5 tions :—That it is expedient to extend to give up the government of Canada, and, 
the Provinces of British Columbia the fol while we have every reason to believe, and 
lowing Acts:—The Act 31, Vic., c. 58, | to know that he will be succeeded by a 
respecting the navigation of Canadian | countryman of his own equally worthy of 
waters; the Act 51 Vic., c. 59, relating to} our good feeling, yet those who knew him 
| _ lighthouses, buoys, and beacons; the Act! would regret his departure. Without 
| 31 Vic., c. 64, respecting the treatment | further remark he (Hon. Sir John) moved, 
and relief of sick and distressed mariners ; | seconded by the hon. member for Lambs 
and the Act 31 Vic., c. 65 respecting the! ton, that an humble address be presented 
inspection of steamboats, and for the | to his Excellency conveying an expression 

q greater safety of passengers by them, and | of that regret. 
to authorize the imposing of the like ton- Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that, under 
nage rates and fees as are imposed by the| our system of Government, alike in Eng- 
said two last mentioned Acts for the pur-/| Jand and her colonies, all that we have to 
pose of paying the expenses and remuner~ | expect from the head of the state is to 
ating the services required in carrying out| preserve that impartial position between 
their provisions. political parties \that become absolutely 
) The resolution was reported without | necessary; and to the chief of the Execu- 
amendment, and Hon. Dr Tupper intro-| tive, and to the Governor General of this 
duced a bill founded thereon, which was} Province, we had always endeavoured to 
read a first time. give due se ge fat re bertornnes of 
hose duties whic evolve upon the rez 
ADDRESS TO THE GOVERNOR GENERAL Prsniative of our aouctitational sover~ 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD rose to| eign. He said it must have afforded the 
71 
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greatest pleasure to members of Parlia_ 
ment to have witnessed the care that had 
been taken of late years by Her Majesty’s 
representative in this colony, and not less 
by Lord Lisgar than by his predecessor, to 
observe that dignified neutrality, which, 
as a former Governor of Canada had said, 
was necessary in the Governor of Canada. 
He had great pleasure in seconding the 
address to Lord Lisgar, believing that it 
was due to him that the House should 
manifest its regard for his administration 
of the present Government, as might per- 
haps be inferred from the wording of it, 
he, of course would not supportit; but 
such was not, he presumed, its intention, 
as there was no reason for identifying His 
iixcellency’s name with those things on 
which he and others differed with gentle- 
men opposite. Lord Lisgar had endea.- 
voured to preserve that due halance 
between parties which was always required 
of Her Majesty’s representative in this 
country. He had on all occasions shown 
himself most acceptable to the Canadian 
people, and had endeavoured to perform 
the high duties devolving upon him in a 


Address to the 


manner which called for the grateful ap- | 


proval of all classes of our people. He 
(Hon. Mr. Mackenzie) appreciated the 
course of action of the present Governor 
all the more, as on a former occasion the 
representative of the Queen, as an hon, 
gentleman opposite happened to know, 
had acted otherwise. He had always had 
the most cordial good feeling personally 
for Lord Lisgar, and he was sure that the 
gentlemen ot his side of the House looked 
with the greatest regret upon his ape 
proaching departure. 

Hon, Mr. MACDOUGALL said that as 
he was one, if not the only one, of those 
outside the Government who had enjoyed 
confidential relations with His Excellency, 
he desired not to content himself simply 
with a formal approval of the resolution 
before the House, but to add one word in 
corroboration ot the sentiments which had 
fallen from both sides of the House. It 
was true that Lord Lisgar’s administration 
had fallen upon happy times. There had 
been no ministerial crisis, no great occa- 
sion for the display of those high qualities 
which the member for Lambton had 
spoken of with so much propriety ; but he 
(Hion. Mr. Macdougall) was sure, and he 
believed all others who had _ had official 
relations with Lord Lisgar, must feel 
equally confident, that, if any such occa- 
sion had presented itself, he would have 
held the scales of office evenly and justly 
in any constitutional crisis. He was a man 
of great knowledge and experience, and he 
(Hon, Mr. Macdougall) felt sure that, on 


fon, Mr. Mackenzie. 
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Governor Genl 


leaving his present charge and taking his 
place among the public men of England, 


his associations with the public men of 


this country, his knowledge of its great 
resources and conviction of the brilliant 
future that is in store for it, will enable him 
to confer great benefits on this country. 
We must all feel his loss, even though we 
have the happiness of knowing—and he 
spoke from private as wellas public inform- 
ation—that his successor, Lord Dufferin, is 
a man of great qualities and a large exs 


perience, and will, we all believe, fill his . 


office with as much distinction and impar- 
tiality as the noble Lord who is now leav~ 
ing us. [Hear, hear. ] 

The motion was then carried and a select 
committee appointed to draft an address. 


The committee reported the following 


which was adopted and sent to the Senate 
for concurrence :— 


“To His Kacellency the Right Hon. Jokn, 
Baron Lisgar, G.C B., G.C. M. G., 
Governor-General of Canada, &e. 


‘“We, Her Majesty’s loyal and dutiful 
subjects, the House of Commons in Par. 
liament assembled, beg leave to express 
to Your Excellenzy our sincere regret that 
the termivuation of your cfiicial connection 
with Canada now approaches, 

‘To the able and distinguished dis. 
charge of the trusts confided by our Gra- 
cious Sovereign to Your Excellency in 
other portions of Her Majesty’s dominions, 
has been happily added that of the Gov-~ 
ernment of Vanada. In expressing our 
regret at your Lordship’s approaching re- 
tirement from the high office of Governor 
General, we venture to add our congratu- 
lations that your Excellency’s administra 
tion of that office has been characterized 
by the great development of the Dominion 
and its marked prosperity, as well as by 
the extension of its boundaries from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific Oceans. 

‘‘ Your Exsellency will bear from our 
shores our high yespect and esteem. We 
trust that Your Excellency will long enjoy 
the honors conferred on you by Her Ma» 
jesty, and that you may be spared for many 
years to give, as one of the grand council: 
of the nation, the benefit of Your Lord~ 
ship’s experience and tried ability in main- 
taining the welfare and integrity of the 
British Empire.”’ 


CENTRAL BANK. 


Mr. PICKARD moved the second read.-. 
ing of the bill to authoriz2 the winding up. 
of the Central Bank of New Brunswick. 
Carried. 

The House went into Committee or. the: 
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bill, reported it. and it was read a third 
time and passed, 


TEA AND COFFEE DUTIES. 


_ Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the | 
House into committee on the resolution for 
the repeal of the tea and coffee duties. | 


He explained that the resolution he now 
proposed was to the effect that el! tea and 
coffee imported from any country, other 
than the United States, should come in 
‘duty free; but that a similar duty should 
be chirged on those articles imported from 
the United States as the Americans impo- 
sed on tea and coftee imported from places 
other than the countries of its production. 

Hon. Mr. MACK4INZiE said it appeared 
to him that this was a violation of the 
Treaty obligations with the United 
States, by which we were bound not to 
make any discriminating duties. In any 
case he did not believe in retaliatory legis- 
lation, and did not think we should impose 
aburden on our people, because another 


-- country imposed burdens on theirs. 


Hoa. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS thought that 
the proposed measure would not interfere 
with our trade obligations with the United 
States, 

Mr. JONES, (Leeds and Grenville,) obs 
jected to these cries of retaliation and free 
trade being'raised whenever any tariff ques- 
tion was discussed. The people of the 
United States legislated for the benefit ot 
their own people, and did not consider 


_ whether it was retaliatory or not; and we 


should adopt the same course, 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said this was another 
step in the reactionary course adopted by 
the Minister of Finance since his return to 
the country, and he trusted there was ins 
dependence enough in the House to refuse 
to do the bidding of the Finance Minister, 
who had been recreant to his principles in 
the matter of free trade. He did not 


. think the House should be asked to follow 


the example of Yankee protectionists, and 
impose onerous burdens on our own people 
to benefit only a few importing houses. 
Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS denied the 
imputation that he had been recreant to 
his principles in the matter, and reminded 
the hon. gentlemen of a policy similar to 
that under discussion, which he adopted 
some twenty years ago. It was now 
adopted in order that the neighbouring 
country might not place us at disadyans 
tage ; and some of his friends in J ontreal, 
strong free traders, had approved of the 
proposition. The question raised by the 
member for Lambton as to our treaty obli- 
gations, was important; but he felt sure 
that the resolution did not interfere with 
those obligations. He then referred to 


[JUNE 11, 1872] 


Duties, 1102 
McCulloch’s Commercial 
quoted a clause 
Opinior. 

Mr. WORKMAN approved of the pro- 
position of the Finance Minister, and 
thought it would give general satisfaction 
to the trading community. 

Hor. Mr. HOLTON asked whether it 
would be approved by the consumers of 
tea and cottee. 

Hor. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it 
would not affect them. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON contended that it 
would «afiect them more than under a free 
trade policy. He denied that, because a 
few importing houses in Montreal approv- 
ed of this measure, it was therefore a good 
one. If the Finance Minister had said 
that the duties were necessary for fiscal 
reasons, 1t would have been another thing; 
but, in the absence of that fact, the pubs 
lic should have the benefit of absolute free 
aut in these, the primary necessaries of 

ife. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE observed in one 
of the statements that had lately been 
published, that the merchants of Chicago 
and Detroit would be able in future to 


Treaties, and 
which confirmed his 


| bring in tea four or five cents per pound 


cheaper by railway than by sea. The re- 
sult of this increased facility for importing 
would be that merchants in the western 
part of the country, in Manitoba and other 
parts, would be able to bring tea from the 
United States cheaper than it would be 
possible to bring it from Montreal. The 
course which the hon. gentleman proposed, 
however, would be discriminating against 
the introduction of tea from that quarter 
in favour of its importation by Montreal. 
The hon. gentlemin had no right to pro- 
pose that, for it was.a vicious kind of 
legislation. 

Hon. tir FRANCIS HINCKS said there 
were merchants in Toronto, and he dared 
say there were merchants in other western 
cities also, who imported direct from 
China, They were entirely satisfied with 
this arrangement, and under it they could 
import direct from Chima, by way of San 
Francisco, free of duty, so that they could 
bring tea in quite as cheaply asit could be 
obtained from American merchants. 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE was aware that 
they could import direct by rail by bonds 
ing at San Francisco; but that would 
involve the employment of an agent, or 
the opening of a branch house in that 
city. 1t was no argument for the measure 
that the merchants were in favour of it. 
(he House was not legislating for the tea 
dealers, but for the public; and he 
believed that the proposition would have 
a more or less injurious effect. 
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Mr. CONNELL said the proposed arrange- 
ment would have the effect cf compelling 
merchants in the Lower Provinces to im- 
port from England, or direct from China, 
instead of from the United States, as now. 
He did not think that would be fair. Let 
the United States take their own course; 
and he did not see why, because they did, 
that our merchants should be deprived of 
the advantage of buying in the United 
States, or wherever else they could buy 
cheapest. The principle upon which the 
measure was founded was wrong, and the 
effect of it would be to injure small deal~ 
ers and throw the trade into tke hands of 
a few. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY said it was only yess 
terday the Government had received a 
telegraphic communication from a Halifax 
merchant, whom he knew imported direct 
from China, asking whether, under this 
arrangement, teas imported direct from 
China through the United States would be 
admitted free of duty. That would be the 
case under the proposition before the 
House; there was no doubt of it. It was 
true the general effect of the arrangement 
would be to stimulate importations, either 
from England or direct from China; but 
importations to Canadian merchants 
through the United States would come in 
free of duty. 

Mr. CONNELL said that was all very 
well, but the plan would nevertheless work 
unfairly, by throwing the business into 
the hands of a few individuals who were 
able to engage in the direct trade. He 
did not see why it should not be free. 

Mr. FRANCIS JUNEHS said scarcely any 
hon. gentleman got up to speak upon any 
question connected with the tariff who 
did not mention the subject of free trade. 
Now, what was free trade? He would like 
to know what hon. gentlemen really meant 
by it.» Was England a free trade country, 
where $350,000,000 were raised by taxes 
levied upon the productions of foreign 
countries? Why, in the country every- 
thing imported from abroad was taxed, 
except a few raw materials, which were 
Dcessary to carry on the manufacturing 
enterprises of England. Was that free 
trade in the meaning of hon. gentlemen 
who used the phrase so frequently ? 
(Hear, hear.) Why, it was necessary tor 
this country to raise revenue by means of 
duties on imports, and if these duties 
were not levied on tea and tobacco, and 
other articles, the production of foreign 
countries, they must be placed on articles 
Which the people of this country pro- 
duced. When gentlemen spoke of free 
trade he would like them to say plainly 
what they meant by it; what articles they 


Mr, Connell. 
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would wish to see taxed; or, if none, 
where the revenue was to come from. 
(Hear, hear.) c 

Mr. BOLTON said under this arrange. 
ment New Yor« merchants might send teas 
to Canada, and by simply making a decla- 
ration that they were imported directly 
from China, get them admitted free of 
duty. ‘ : 
law would be effectual in securing what it 
professed to secure. 

Hon. Mr. TILLEY could not understand 
how it could be held to be a direct impor« 
tation if an American merchant imported 
to New York and then from New York to 
Canada. There would be no privilege of 
free admission in that case. It would be 
different if a Halifax merchant, for in- 


stance, ordered 1,000 chests of tea in. 


China, and they were landed in New York 
on their way to the Dominion, they would 
be allowed to enter free of duty. 


Mr. BOLTON did not see how it would 


be possible to discriminate between the 
two cases. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said it 
would be very simple. The invoices would 
show whether the shipments were madein 
China to a New York or a Canadian mer.~ 
chant: 

‘The motion was then carried and the 
committee rose and reported. 

Upon the question of concurrence, 

Hon, Mr. HOLTON said it was useless 
to continue the discussion upon the sub- 


ject, or to offer any amendment. He would. 


confine himself to a verbal protest against 
this reactionary policy, this re-imposition 
of duties not required for the purposes of 
revenue upon a priniary necessary of life. 
He believed that the measure would be 
fully understood by the country, and that 
aby effect which might be produced by 
prolonged discussion would be equally 
caused bya. simple statement of the pro- 
position of the hon. gentleman. He (Mr. 
Holton) did not intend to raise any point 
of form against concurrence in the resolu~ 
tion, nor did he propose to divide the 
House upon it. ’ 

The resolution was then concurred in, 
and Sir Francis Hincks introduced a bill 
founded upon it. 


CANADA SHIPPING COMPANY. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT moved concurrence 
in the amendment made by the Senate to 
the bill to incorporate the Canada Ship~ 
ping and Forwarding Company.—Carrie4. 


THE INTERCOLONIAL. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved con. 


currence in the resolution adopted in 
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He did not see, therefore, that the 
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Committee of Supply, for granting - 
000 for the Geren Reailwa : res 
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked for ex- 
planations respecting the Miramichi Bridge. 
He had been informed upon high engineer. 
ing authority that the decision arrived at 
by the Government, namely, to continue 
the original plan of construction, was one 


Intercoloniai 


which was almost certain to prove unfavor- - 


able, in other words, that if it was attempt. 
ed to raise the structure upon the bed of 
hardpan that lay between the surface of 
the earth and the rock, instead of penes 
trating to the rock itself for a foundation, 
the weight which would rest upon the hard 
pan would be tco great, and the inevitable 
result would be that the bridge would 
sink, and thus destroy the connection of 
the railway at that place. The statement 
that had been made to himself upon this 
point was very strong and conclusive. It 
was avery grave matter if the principle 
bridge on the road was built upon an un- 
suitable foundation, and he thought it was 
a subject in regard to which the House 
might legitimately call for explanations, 
Mr. WALSH said the whole correspon - 
dence on the subject had been ‘before the 
House for some time past. The question 
of the sufficiency of the stratum forming 
the foundation only arose with regard to 
the North-West brench of the river, and 
the bridge on the south west branch was 
being proceeded with according to the 
original plan. When the question came up 


‘it was deemed to be of sufficient import- 


ance to require the opinions of engineers 
not in connection with the regular staff; 
accordingly, Messrs. Keefer and Gzowski 
were called in, and though they recom- 
mended a different course of construction, 
they agreed with Mr. Fleming as to the 
sufficiency of the foundation to sustain 
the bridge. He was not aware that there 
was now any doubt on the subject. 

On the further consideration of the vote 
for public buildings, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE referring to votes 
for custorn houses, said he had previously 


suggested that the Government should have 


some defined plan about the construction 
of these buildings, and the places entitled 
to them should be designated in some 
way that would prevent the Government 
from asking votes open to the objection 
of being considered simply for political 
purposes He then quoted the amount 
of revenue, Customs and Excise, collected 
at Tbree Rivers and Pictou, the places 
where the custom houses were to be 
erected, and the number of vessels enter- 
ing at and clearing from each port, and. 
maintained that there could be no excuse 
for theerection of buildings at those com. 
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paratively small ports. He then referred 
to the proposed cusiom house for Newa 
castle and Chatham, N. B. Those places 
he believed were some five miles apart ; 
but, as latterly the expenditure of public 
money had {taken the Newcastle direction 
he supposed that the building would be 
placed there instead of the more important 
port of Chatham. He also quoted the 
revenue collected at those ports, and the 
number of vessels entered, maintaining 
that there was no necessity for buildings 
at these places either, and he believed the 
adoption of such a practice would in- 
évitably produce abuse. There was an 
established order in the Custom Depart~ 
ment regulating the salaries in accordance 
with the revenue collected, and he ad. 
vocated the adoption of such a principle 
to regulate the erection of custom houses, 
He then showed the amount of work done 
at the ports of Guelph and Sarnia, neither 
of which places had custom houses. He 
had intended to propose aa amendment 
which would embody the principle 
he advocated, but at the present 
stage it would be useless to do so, and he 
should therefore content himself with 
calling the attention of the House and 
country to the practice introduced by the 
Government of erecting buildings where 
they were not necessary, and with no 
other object than the spending of a sum 
of public money in certain localities, 
eitLer to gratify political adherents or to 
accomplish some political purpose. There 
were other items which he considered 
wrong, but those he had mentioned em-~ 
braced the objectionable features of the 
matter. He considered the votes a wanton 
waste of money, and gross injustice to 
other places where such edifices might be 
erected, with some regard to public ex- 
penditure and with some relation to the 
amount of revenue collected. 
The resolution was then carried. 


COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY. 


It was then moved to 1eceive the report 
of the Committee of Supply. In the 
course of receiving the report. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE referred to the 
item of $10,000 for arbitrations and awards. 
He said that the arbitrators had only had 
twelve cases before them since Confedera< 
tion, and not one since February, 1870, 
while the cost, up to the present time, had 
been $14,987.24 for salaries and expenses 
of the Arbitrators, and a large amount in 
addition had been paid by the Government 
in the shape of professional fees to gentle- 
men appointed to act as coursel. It was 
quite clear that the Arbitrators were total- 
ly incompetent to discharge their duties, 
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and that they were not professionally or 
technically capable of acting as Arbitra. 
tors, and the Government showed that they 
admitted this in entrusting the settlement 
of disputes to professional gentlemen cut- 
side the public service or in conjunction 
with the departments. Twocases had been 
settled by the chief engineer of the Public 
Works Department, and he quite ap 
proved of that course, and when it was in~ 
convenient to entrust the whole question 
to an cfficer of departments, he believed 
some professional gentleman should be 
called in for the occasion. It might not 
be pleasant for the Government to an- 
nounce such a decision to the arbitraters, 
but the House ought to announce its belief 
in the unsoundners of the present practice. 
With a view of placing his views on record, 
‘that the resolution be not concurred in, 
but that it be provided that no portion of 
the money so voted shall be applied tos 
wards the payment of salaries to the Do« 
minion Arbitrators, inasmuch as all arbi- 
trators on awards respecting contracts for 
public works require technical and profes. 
sional knowledge, and inasmuch as the 
Department of Public Works was obliged 
to commit the settlement of disputes to 
the arbitiament of an expert from the De- 
partment, thus absolving the arbitrators 
from the discharge of any duties for the 
past two years, 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD believed 
the board was useful and did good service, 
and had done good service in protecting 
the revenue of the country, and at the 
same time doing substantial justice to con. 
trectors. In cases of dispute between the 
Government and individuals, there must 
be some mode of settlement, for there 
could not be a total denial of justice, and 
the Crown could not settle despotically 
what amount should be allowed and no 
more; and the member for Lambton 
would scarcely advocate such a practice as 
that. He believed this more particularly, 
rFecause the member for West Durham 
pressed and forced upon the Government 
the insertion of the arbitration clauses of 
the Penitentiary Act. The experience of 
Canada and also of the United States had 
shewn the necessity of such a tribunal as 
this, and that necessity could not ke dis: 
puted, IPfsuch matters were sent to a jury 
it was quite sure that their sympathies 
would always be enlisted on the side 
of the individual, for it was always 
the case in suits in which any large 
corporations were concerned. Years ago, 
therefore, this tribunal was formed, and it 
was perfectly successful, and the fact that 
there only had been few calls for their 
Services was no argument against their 
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usefulness, Of late there had been but 
few public works, and consequently few 
references to the arbitrators; but it was 
most undesirable, just as large public 
works of every kind were being commence: 
ed, and many disputes might arise, to 
break up‘the board and Jeave contractors 
to the tender mercies of the Minister of 
Public Works, or send cases to be tried by 
a jury. Special arbitrators would be found 
exceedingly expensive, as was evident by 
the case of the construction of the Parlia- 
ment buildings. The present arbitrators 
were only allowed a fixed salary of $1,000 
@ year and their actual travelling expenses, 
and were liable to be sent to any part of 
the Dominion to examine witnesses on 
the spot. ‘The gentlemen now on the 
board were men of strong common sense, 
understanding the value of evidence, good 
business men, and having al! the elements 
of a jury and much more, and it would be 
extremely unfortunate, particularly at the 
present time, to creak up the tribunal. 
It might possibly be prudent to have only 
one legal gentleman on the Board to ar- 
range and organize the evidence, but not 
more than one. 

Hon, Mr. HOLTON— And an engineer. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD did not 
think there need be an engineer, as the 
members ought to be sufficiently men of 
business to appreciate the evidence of ex~ 
perts of all kinds. It would be impossible 
to get a body acquainted with every branch 
of public interest, but a body of the pre. 
sent kind, moderately paid with a fixed 
salary, and liable to be sent to every part 
of the country, men of integrity, and 
men of business, was just the kind of tri- 
bunal wanted, and he would be very sorry 
to have the motion carried. 

Hon. J. H. CAMERON objected that the 
member for Lambton suggested no remedy 
for the evil he complained of}. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had shown 
that the Government themselves passed 
over the arbitrators, and had for some 
time past entrusted all matters of arbitra- 
tion to professional gentlemen. He show- 
ed that in three cases the arbitrators had 
reduced the amount of claims by $203, 
while their own expenses amount to over 
$11,000, and he beleived that many ap- 
peals to arbitration arose very greatly 
from the desire of contractors to take ad~ 
vantage of the want of professional know- 
ledge on the part of the arbitrators. In 
one case a claim was made for $49,000, 
and, after long proceedings, the arbitrators 
awarded more than double the amount of 
the original estimate of the Government 
officers. He thought such cases should 
be submitted to professional men of 
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known standing, or to the Chief Engineer 
of the Public Works Department. He, of 
course, believed the arbitrators to be pers 
sonally above suspicion, but he objected 
to the entire system as at present carried 
out. 

Hon. J. H. CAMERON, referring to the 
case mentioned by Mr. Mackenzie, believ~ 
ed that the award was not really so large 
as in justice to the contractors it should 
have been There could be no question 
of the necessity of the tribunal in question, 
and if the present gentlemen were not 
efficient, new ones could be appointed. 
He, however, maintained that they were 
every way eminently fitted for their posi - 
tions; but, it should not be endeavoured, 
by aside wind, to place the Board on a 
different footing from that provided by 
the Statute law. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON said the gentlemen 
opposite had entirely misconstructed the 
remarks of the member for Lambton, for 
he did not say there should be no arbi- 
tration, but that the present system pos- 
sessed the confidence neither of the coun» 
try nor ofthe Government. Headvocated 
a board composed, not of farmers and 
artizans, but entirely of professional men. 

Hon. J. H. CAMELON replied, main- 
taining that the arbitrators were appointed 
by law, and that the proposition was not a 
proper way of disposing of the matter. 

Mr. JONES [Leeds] could notagree with 
the suggestion that the Board should be 
composed of lawyers, as they were quite 
as liable to differ as farmers and artizans, 
who were quite as capable of coming to a 
proper decision in matters submitted to 
them as were lawyers. 4 
Hon. Mr. MACK ENZIRK’S motion was dex 
clared lost on a division, and the item was 
concurred in. 

“Mr. CUMBERLAND desired, before pass. 
ing away from the Public Works item, to 
express his regret that the Government. 
had not included some vote for the con 
struction of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, 
especially considering the great liberality 
which had been shown with respect to 
other canals. It was most desirable that 
the canal should be constructed, and he 
need only refer to the report of the Canal 
Commissioners to show the economy and 
feasibility of the undertaking. Having 
regard to the rapid increase of the trade of 
Lake Superior, he hoped the Government 
would keepa watchful eye ou the work, 
and would very shortly take it in hand. 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that last 
year the Government obtained a vote fora 
cemplete survey of the canal; but it was 
impossible to undertake all the works at 
once, and the Government therefore deci- 
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ded to take up the most pres:ing works 
first, such as the Welland and St. Lawrence 
Canals; but the Sault Ste. Marie Canal 
would not be lost sight of. 

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE agreed as to the 
necessity of the work on commercial 
grounds, and in addition he would not 
suffer such a humiliation as Canada had to 
undergo last year for twice the amount 
necessary to construct the work. ~~ 

On the item of mail subsidies, 

Mr. BOLTON proposed a_ resolution 
making it incumbent on owners of all ves- 
sels running between ports in the Domin- 
lon, and receiving subsidies, fo furnish 
detailed statements of all voyages of such 
vessels. 

On the suggestion of Hon. Sir JOHN 
MACDONALD the resolution was al owed 
to stand over as a separate motion, 

On the militia estimates, 

Mr, FOURNIER moved that the House 
do not concur, but that it be resolved that 
nothing in the present circumstances of 
the Dominion justifies the expenditure of 
so large a sum as $1,549,400 in the mainte. 
nance of a militia force, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to take into consideration the pro-~ 
priety of largely reducing the amount. 

The members were called in ani the 
motion rejected.— Yeas, 27; nays, 75 

Concurrence was taken on various items, 
and it being six o’clock the House rose. 


of Supply. 


AFTER 
EXPLANATION. 


Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAJU wished to call 
the*attention of the House to a statement 
which had been made by the member for 
Lambton and circulated through most of 
the newspapers. He was notin his seat 
when the statement was mide, or he would 
then have taken the opportunity of put~ 
ting himself and the Government right on 
that very important matter. The state- 
ment was that the resolution which he 
moved on the New Brunswick School Bill 
had. been placed in his hands by the Goy- 
ernment. He wished to deny that asser- 
tion. The resolution was initiated and 
prepared by several other members and 
himself, and not by the Government. 


AT LONDON. 


RECESS. 


THE RECENT ABDUCTION 


Hon. Mr. BLAKEasked the Government 
to convey to the House any information in 
their possession in reference to the state~ 
ment contained in the press, to the effect 
that a person has been seized in open day, 
in the City of London, Ontario, and carried 
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to the American side: and whether com.~ 
munication had been had with the United 
States or Imperial Government in the mat- 
ter. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD replied 
that a few days ago the Government were 
informed by telegraph of the arrest of the 
party in the manner mentioned in the 
newspapers, and instructions were at once 
given to send down the depositions, and a 
statement of facts and evidence. Those 
papers were received yesterday, and upon 
them a report had been prepared and 
submitted to Her Majesty’s Minister at 
Washington, in order that representations 
in the matter might be made to the Unit~ 
ed States Government, and a similar rez 
port had been prepared for the Imperial 
Government. 


MESSRS. BLAKE AND WOOD. 


Mr. FERGUSON rose to make a personal 
explanation. He said that in the course 
of the debate he had stated, among other 
things, that a note had been passed across 
the floor of the House at Toronto from 
the member for West Durham to the 
member for South Brant, and that the 
hon. member for South Brant had contra- 
dicted that statement. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE rose to a point 
of order, on the ground that they had no 
right to discugs an action which had taken 
piace in the Local Legislature. The hon. 
gentleman should have brought the mata 
ter up when the member for Brant was in 
his seat. 

Mr. FERGUSON said the member for 
Brant knew that he (Mr. Ferguson) in- 
tended to bring the matter up, as he had 
iptormed that gentleman of his intention 
so todo. He desired now simply to say 
that he held the note in his hand, and it 
was as follows: ‘ You had better speak now 
—Edward Blake.” Ue had been charged 
with having made an untruthful state-~ 
ment, but it had been his desire, and he 
had always endeavoured to speak the 
truth in any statement he had made on 
the floor of the House. He would hand 
the note to the hon. member for West 
Durham, andif that gentleman would say 
that it was not in his handwriting, he (Mr. 
Ferguson) would very willingly withdraw 
it. 

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said that in the ab. 
sence of the hon. member for South 
Brant, not on his own account, the hon. 
gentleman having delayed to make the 
statement he had just offered until the 
hon, member for Brant was absent, he (Mr. 
Blake) would perhaps be allowed to say a 
word or two which would be unnecessary 
if the hon. member for Brant were here. 
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The hon. gentleman (Mr. Fergu-:on) was 
not correct in saying that when he was 
interrupted he was making observations 
in course of debate in the ordinary sense. 
Somebody else was speaking upon a ques- 
tion before the House when the member 
for Cardwell, after a fashion which was 
peculiar to him, carried on a running com- 
mentary on the debate in a very loud 
and disorderly tone, and in the course of 
that running commentary a controversy 
had arisen between the hon member for 
South Brant, which considerably disturbed 
the propriety of debate, without, how~ 
ever, the Speaker calling the hon. gen~ 
tleman to order. There was certainly 
some conversation betwecn the two hon. 
members; but it could not be said that 
the hon. gentleman’s remarks were obser- 
vations made in the course of debate. He 
(Mr. Blake) did not know what the hon, 
member for Cardwell had said, nor had he 
a knowledge of the language used by the 
hon. member for Brant with reference to 
the piece of paper which the hon. gentle- 
man had produced. 

Mr. FERGUSON—Here it is if you want 
to see it (handing it towards Mr. Blake.) 

Hon. Mr, BLAKE said he did not want 
to see it, inasmuch as he was quite aware 
of the general imputations that were made 
in regard to it, (Laughter.) He perfectly 
well recollected having written that paper. 
He understood that after it had passed 
into the possession of the hon. member 
for Brant, it had been torn in two, and 
that the pieces having been pasted 
together, it appeared in the rehabilitated 
shape in which it was now presented before 
the world. He (Mr. Blake) supposed that 
the hon. member for Brant, after receiving 
and reading it, had torn it, thrown it 
upon the floor, and that subsequently the 
hon. member for Cardwell or some other 
person had picked it up, joined the frag~ 
ments together, and kept it until the 
opportunity presented itself for using it in 
this House. He (Mr. Blake) had some 
p2pers on the floor around him, which he 
had torn up to-day, and he trusted that 
the Speaker would issue instructions that 
they should be carefully removed and 
destroyed, so that the hon member for 
Cardwell would not have access to them 
in order to make use of them to the preju- 
dice of others. That was all he (Mr. 
Blake) had to say in reference to that. 
Now, with regard to the debate, in respect 
to which a controversy had arisen between 
the hon. member for Cardwell and the 
hon. member for Brant, that debate had 
been upon a motion of the hon. member 
for West Middlesex in that House, and 
for Lambton in this, That debate had 
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been going on on Friday, and during the 
course of the debate the hon. member 
for Scuth Brant had resigned. Thedebate 
terminated late on Friday by the carrying 
of an address in the sense of a vote of 
want of confidence. On Monday following 
the late Government had come down with 
an answer to ihe address, which answer 
was deemed unsatisfactory to himself (Mr. 
Blake) and his friends, and they proposed 
on the Monday following—the hon. mem. 
ber for South Brant having resigned’ on 
Friday—another address to His Excellency 
representing the unsatisfactory character 
of the preceding address. In the course 
of the debate which followed, he (Mr. 
Blake) had met the hon. member for 
South Brant in the lobby. ‘he hon. 
member had told him that certain impu- 
tations had been cast upon him in the 
interval between the Friday and Monday 
for having resigned his office in the Gov- 
ernment, and that he intended to speak 
in the course of the debate in reply to 
those imputations. The hon. member had 
asked him (Mr. Blake) how long 1t was 
probable the debate would last, and he 
had told him that it would be late that 
evening before a division would be taken, 
and that it was even doubtful whether it 
would not continue till the following day. 
Later in the evening he (Mr. Blake) had 
observed signs that the debate was lagging, 
and that there was a probability ot its 


‘coming to a close, and having erroneously 
‘informed the hon. member for South 


Brant that it would continue till late at 
night, and probably till next day, he (Mr. 
Blake) had committed the heinous crime 


of sending a line across the House to 


the hon, member for South Brant to cor- 
rect the error, and give him an intimation 
that now was the time to speak if he in 
tended to speak at all in reply to the im~ 


putation to which he had _ previously 
referred. 


Shortly afterwards the hon. 
member for South Brant had told him that 


he had met Mr. Sandfield Macdonald in 


the lobby, and that the latter had asked 
him not to take any notice of the imputa- 
tions, and that at his instance he (Mr. 
Wood) had determined not to speak. 
That was the history of this piece of 
paper. (Hear, hear.) d 

Mr. BOWELL said he knew nothing of 
the piece of paper, and had no desire to 
interfere in the discussion in regard to it ; 
but,in justice to the member for Cardwell 
he felt bound to say that the hon. member 
for West Durham was not strictly correct 
with regard to what had occurred in this 
House between the hon. member for 
Cardwell and the hon. member for South 
Brant. The hon. member for West Dur- 
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ham had stated that the hon, member for 
Cardwell had made a running commentary 
on the remarks of some other hon, member 
who was speaking. Now the fact was that 
the interruption of the hon. member for 
South Brant had taken place while the 
the hon, member for Cardwell was ad- 
dressing the House. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON ealled attention to 
the fact that there was no qustion before 
the House, and that, therefore, the dis- 
cussion was out of order. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
gentleman was quite in order, and there 
was a question of fact before the House, 
and it was certainly strange if the House 
would refuse to do justice toan hon. mem. 
ber, whose statement had been impugned 
without sufficient cause. 

Mr. BOWELL desired to state distinctly 
that the interruption had taken place 
while the hon. member for Cardwell was 
Speaking. ‘The hon. member for West 
Durham had also accused the hon. member 
for Cardwell for having chosen a time to 
bring this matter up when the hon mems 
ber for South Brant was absent. Now he 
(Mr. Bowell) knew that the hon. member 
for Cardwell had, on two different occasions, 
given notice to the hon. member for 
South Brant that he intended to refer to 
this matter in the House, and yet the hon. 
member for South Brant had chosen to 
attend to give him an opportunity. 

Hon. Mr. ANGLIN could not see what 
this House had to do with a matter that 
had occurred in another House at Toronto, 

The SPEAKEK stated that he had 
allowed the hon. member for Cardwell to 
make a personal explanation, but that 
debates upon an explanation, were not in 
order. 

The subject then dropped. 


SUPP Y.. 


In receiving the report of the Committee 
of Supply, on the item for salaries of 
Harbour Masters at Quebec, Gaspe and 
Amherst, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he saw no 
reason why the officers should not be 
placzd in the same position as at other 
ports, where they were paid by fees. He 
would therefore move—'‘‘ That this House 
is of Spinion that the payment of salaries 
of the Harbour Masters of Quebec, 
Amherst, and Gaspe should be made from 
local sources, not from the funds of the 
Dominion.” 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said the hon. mem~ 
ber for Lambton had stated that these 
Trinity Boards had no duties to perform. 
The hon. gentleman was mistaken. In 
the large ports of Quebec and Montreal 
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their duties were of a very impertant 
nature. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said his present 
motion did not deal with the Trinity 
Board. It referred only to Harbour 
Masters. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER said that the Hare 
bour Master was a member of that Board 
at Quebec, if not at Montreal, and the 
motion would therefore affect that Board. 
The attention of the Government had 
been called a few days ago to a serious 
state of things existing in the Port of 
Quebec, from which it was seen that the 
office of a member of that board was no 
sinecure. The Board had the management 
of the commerce and trade of the ports 
and control of sailors, &c. The trades 
was, of course, very large at these ports, 
nearly the whole ot the commerce of 
Ontario going through them. The consti- 
tution of these Boards had engaged the 
attention of the Government, and the 
expenses at Quebec had been reduced by 
about fifty per cent. He considered the 
ports of Montreal and Quebec and the 
Trinity Boards at those places were not 
analogous to any other in the Dominion, 
as the great bulk of the commerce of 
Canada proper has to come through those 
ports. Every one knew that the charges 
connected with shipping at Montreal were 
very onerous, and much felt by the ship. 
ping interest. The effect of the resolua 
tion would be to levy the additional tax on 
everything that came to those ports. 

Mr. WORKMAN said that the salary of 
the harbour master, $1,600, would only 
amount to 10 cents on each ship. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD contended 
that it was necessary that the harbour mas- 
ter should be a Government officer. The 
water police there were under that officer’s 
management, and the Government had 
recently been attacked for not increasin 2 
that force. 

Mr. ANGLIN saw no reason why an ex~ 
ception should not be made at Quebec. 
At Halifax and St. John, the harbour 
master was paid by fees, and the shipping 
trade at those ports was just as important 
as at any other, 

Mr. SCATCHERD contended that the 
police force at Quebec should be support~ 
ed by the local authorities, as their duties 
were purely of a local nature. 

he amendment was put and lost on a 
division—Yeas, 42; nays, 66. 

On the item of $4,000 for salaries, &c., 
of Indian Commissioners for the North. 
west, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked for the de- 
tails of this, the Finance Minister having 
promised to furnish them. 


Hon. Dr. Tupper. 
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Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS did not 
remember having made such a promise, 
The amount was so small that he really 
did not think it necessary to furnish de« 
tails. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought it very 
strange if they could not know for in 
stance the salary of the Commissioner. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS EINCKS—the salary 
is $2,000. 

The item was concurred in. 

On the item of $20,000 for expenses con- 
nected with Indians in British Columbia, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked what was. 
to be done with this money. He did not 
see why the Indians required protection. 

Hon. Sir JOUN MACDONALD, owing to 
the absence of the Minister charged with 
this matter, said an explanation could not 
be given just now. He believed it was to 
carry Out an arrangement entered into 
with the Indiens by the Local Government 
of British Columbia. 

The item was concurred in. 

On the item of $50,000 for cost conected 
with surveys of the boundary line between 
Canada and the United Statesin the North 
West 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked what was 
the position of this matter. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
arrangements had been made with the Go- 
vernment of the United States more than 
a year ago, but the matter hal been de- 
layed from some mistake in voting the 
amount in Congress. The matter had since 
however, been rectified, and correspon. 
dence was going on as to the formation of 
the Commission. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE had seen it stat« 
ed that the American Government were 
assuming their view of the boundary, and 
directing their surveys accordingly. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
line had been taken merely as a matter of 
convenience. It would be subj ct to the 
report of the Commission. 

On the item for contingencies, &c , Wel- 
land Canal, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE quoted from a 
newspaper to the effect that the contract 
for the supply of timber on the canal had 
been given to one John Macdonald, of 
Thorold, whose tender was much higher 
than thoze of others. He asked if there 
Was any truth in this statement. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the hon. gen. 
tleman should have given him notice of 
his question, as from the numerous works 
connected with his department, he could 
not remember every item. He would say, 
however, that the whole transaction would 
be found to be perfectly clear, and that 
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would give further information to-morrow. 

Mr. S?RHET said the paper quoted by 
the member for Lambton had accused him 
(Mr. Street) of using his influence in con-~ 
nection with this contract, and he would 
take this occasion to deny publicly that 
there was any truth in the accusation. 

The item was concurred in. 

_ On the item of $17,000, balance on Nova 
Scotia buildings, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked whether 
this was intended to cover interest upon 
thesum, and whether it was the intention 
to allow to Nova Scotia the sum withheld 
on account of interest due on those build. 
ings. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
amount proposed was exactly the award of 
the arbitrators. The arbitrators had not 
awarded that the amount that had been 
withheld should be repaid, and the Gov- 
ernment did not intend to repay it. 

The item was passed. 

On the item of $20,000 additional for 


_ working expenses on the European and | 


North American Railway, in reply to Mr. 
Anglin, 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said that this was 


‘on account of the very severe winter. 
ltem concurred in. 
On the item for archives, in reply to Mr. 
Mackenzie 
Hon. Mr. POPE explained that this had 


_ been put in at the suggestion of the coms | 


mittee, which had met here last year. It 
was for the purpose of providing for the 
protection of old historical documents, 
which it was important should be pre. 
‘served, 

The item was concurred in. 

On the item of $10,000 improvements 
to Kingston harbour, 

Mr. ANGUIN asked if an estimate had 
been made, and how the money was pro-~ 
' posed to be expended, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZ'E asked if the 
_ local authorities were to expend an equal 
sum as was the case at Collingwood, 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN explained that at 
‘Collingwood the Northern Railway Com. 
pany expended an equal sum to that ex- 
pended by the Government, but Kingston 
harbour was regarded as a part of the canal 
system, in consequence of vessels passing 
through the canals being transhipped at 
that port. 

On the item of $20,000, towards the ens 
largement of Carrillon and Chute a Blon.~ 
deau canals, with dams and slides for the 

sage ot lumber 
Pition, Mr. MACKENZIE asked for some 


explanation of this item, in reply to which | 


Mr. CURRIER reviewed the Ottawa 
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canal system and the object of the proposed 
expenditure, : 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE gaid it would 
appear that the Government were in the 
habit of imparting informatioa to some 
members which they withheld from others 
and asked if they were to accept the state- 
ment of the hon. gentleman as coraect, 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN replied that the 
member for Ottawa had been one of a 
deputation which waited on the Govern- 
ment in reference to the improvement of 
tne navigation of the Ottawa Kiver, and 
he had no doubt his hon. friend had 
correctly stated the circumstances, but he 
had not been able to hear hisremarks, He 
would rtate, however, that the proposed 
work had been recommended by the 
Engineer of the Department of Public 
Works some years previously, and it had 
been urged that that work should be 
carried out instead of enlarging the Chute 
a Blondeau and Carillon Canals. If a dam 
and lock were built, the Carrillon and 
Chute a Blondeau rapids would be flooded 
and the present Carillon and Chute a 
Blondeau canals would not be used; but 
the locks in the new works on the Ontario 
side would be used by the steamboats and 


| Other craft on the Ottawa, and the slide 
at that place would be used for the cribs, 


which would benefit and be more satis» 
factory to both the navigation and lumber 
interests, at the same time reducing the 
present expenditure, and doing away with 
a large annual cost to keep the canals in 
repair. 

Mr. ALONZO WRIGHT had been one of 
a deputation to the Government, and con- 
sidered that the work was regarded as a 
link in the great chain of Ottawa naviga- 


tion, which had been favoured by both 
sides of the House, aad he thought the 
iiem should be allowed to pass without 
further discussion. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked if the 
Government had decided upon a policy as 
to the depth of canal navigation ? 

Hon, Mr, LANGEVIN replied that they 
had adopted the recommendation of the 
Canal Commissioners in regard to the 
canals of the Ottawa, viz., to have the locks 
200 feet by 45 feet. Beyond that the 
Government had decided nothing. Some 
persons had made the remark thata depth 
of nine feet was too great; but the Gov- 
ernment had decided that at all events 
between Ottawa and Montreal, that should 
be the depth of the locks. 

Mr, SHANLY said the construction of a 
lock buult for Granville this year would, of 
course, guide the navigation of the Uttawa, 
and he entirely differed from the Canal 
Commissioners in the nine foot navigation. 
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It would lose but little more to make it 
one foot deeper, and judging from the low 
water of past years, he thought the Go- 
vernment should take warning and make 
all locks ten feet on the sills, no matter 
what the depth of the canals might be. 
He considered the vote asked a very small 
one in view of the large works undertaken, 
and he would like to see a sum voted an- 
nually for the next few years, until navi- 
gation from Ottawa to Montreal was 


completed. The vote asked would 
carry out the greatest possible im- 
provement. The work contemplated 


would have about twenty-six feet of 
locking, as compared with the present sys- 
tem, and although he had previously op- 
posed the construction of dams to improve 
navigation, he believed that in this case 
the dam could be built with the greate-t 
success. He would again urge that, if the 
Grenville Canal locks were to be nine feet, 
the sills of all other locks to be construct- 
ed should be absolutely ten feet below the 
level of the Ottawa. by 

On the item of $5,000 for damages aris- 
ing out of the construction of the dam at 
the head of Beauharnois Canal. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said it seemed 
as if these damages would never cease, and 
asked what the damages were. It would 
be better to buy the land altogether. 

Mr. LANGEVIN said the damages had 
to be paid for, but in the proposed enlarge- 
ments of canals, care would be taken that 
in future the deeds taken should cover all 
damages, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE repeated his en. 
quiry what the damages were, and whether 
they had not been paid for already ? 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said they had not 

Mr. MASSON (Soulanges,) maintained 
the just nature of the claims for the 
damages, 

Mr. CAYLEY spoke in French. 

The item was concurred in. 

Mr. McCONKEY regretted that the Go- 
vernment had taken no action in the mat« 
ter of the Georgian Biy Canal. 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS objected 
that he was out of order, 

Mr. McCONKEY, in order to obtain an 
opportunity of speaking on the subject, 
moved anamendment. He then went into 
the steps that had been taken in the mat- 
ter, and repeated his regret that the Go- 
vernment had taken no notice of such a 
great national undertaking. He moved 
that the report be not now concurred in, 
but that provision be made for subsidizing 
by money or land the Georgian Bay Canal. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said the 
hon. member had no boubt attained his 
object, and it would no doubt be the pain- 


Mr. Shanly. 
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ful duty of the Speaker to rule the amend- 
ment out of order. 

The motion was ruled out of order. 

Mr. FERGUSON said when the vote was 
first asked he was glad to find the prosperi- 
ty ot the country so great as had been 
shown by the remarks of the Minister. of 
Public Works. He congratulated the 
Minister of Finance on the position of the 
country, and was very glad to find that 
promises made at Confederation were about 
to be completed. The Intercolonial was 
far advanced at a less expenditure than 
had been mentioned; the Inter-Oceanic 
Railway was to be undertaken, and now 
the most important matter of all, the enx 
largement of the canals, was to be com~« 
menced. The present canal system had 
occasioned an outlay of some twenty mil- 
lion dollars, and the returns had been very 
large, and consequently any future expen- 
diture should be undertakeniwith{care. He 
referred to the Bay, Verte canal as‘likely to 
cause a very large expenditure, and sug- 
gested whether the Local Government of 
New Brunswick should not be called upon 
to contribute to the expenses by land 
grants. As to the Pacific railway he be. 
lieved it could be constructed for the grant 
made; but thought that in this, asin other 
public works, it wouli.be better to make 
larger land grants and not grant so much 
money. He regretted the opposition evi- 
denced in the House to the Georgian Bay 
Canal. Some years ago that project was 
recommended by a Committee of the 


| House, obtained by the member for Sim, 


coe; and again in 1869, bya Committee ob- 
tained by the member for West Toronto, 
and the names of the members of that 
committee, which he read out, would show 
that the matter ought not to be dealt with 
slightingly. The report stated that the 
difference effected by the canal between 
the Upper Lakes and Liverpool would be 
800 miles, and pointed out many advan- 
tages to be gained by the construction of 
the canal. He quoted from the report at 
length to show that the President of the 
Council had strongly supported the scheme, 
and he (Mr. Ferguson) advocated the 
project in a forcible and elaborate speech. 

Mr. LITTLE followed, saying that the 
people of his county were united on the 
matter, and trusted the Government would 
give it their favorable consideration. 

Concurrence was then taken in the re- 
port of the Committee of Supply. 

Hon, Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved 
the House into Committee70f Ways and 
Means, and a resolution granting supplies 
to Her Majesty was adopted and concurred 
in, and the bill was then introduced and 
reid a first time. 


| 
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THE PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The Pacific Railway bill was received 
from the Senate with the amendments 
which were passed. 


TONNAGE DUES. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the Act to raise tonnage 
dues and wharfage rates for improvements 
in the navigation of the river St. Lawrence, 
between Montreal and Quebec. Carried, 

The bill passed the Committee, was read 
a third time, and passed. 


JUDGES’ SALARIES. 


Mr. BODWELL moved the second read- 
ing of the bill respecting Judges’ salaries. 
Carried. The bill was passed through 
committee, read a third time and passed. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved 
the second reading of the Act to amend 
the Act relating to Judges travelling allow- 
ances to the whole Dominion. Carried. 
The bill was passed through committee, 
read a third time and passed. 


COPYRIGHT. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
House into;committee on the Act to amend 
the Act respecting copyrights. 

The bill was reported with amendments, 
which was read a first and second t’me, 


RAILWAY MAP. 


Hon, Sir GEORGE CARTIER moved the 
adoption of the report of the railway com~ 
mittee, recommending an appropriation to 
complete a map for the railway commit~ 
tee-room, and that the same be paid out 
of the contingencies of the House.— 
Carried. 


TRADES’ UNIONS. 
Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved 


the second reading of the Act respecting 


Trades’ Unions. 

Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne) regretted 
that this important bill should have been 
delayed till this late hour of the session. 
He hoped the House would unite in ap- 
pealing to the Government to withdraw 1t. 

Hon. Sir J. A. MACDONALD said there 
was nothing in the bill which could do in- 
justice to either employers or employees. 
Its object was to repeal a harsh Act. under 
which mechanics could be indicted for 
every association they might form. The 
amendment had been adopted in the Bri- 
tish Parliament without a dissenting voice, 
because it was felt that the old law was 
too oppressive to be endorsed by free men. 
Recent events in Toronto had shown tke 
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necessity of adopting some amendment 
here. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he saw no 
reason for the objections urged by the 
member for Terrebonne. He (Mr. Mac- 
kenzie) bad only one objection to it, that 
it placed restrictions on workingmen, re- 
quiring them toregister their Unions. He 
could not see the necessity for that clause. 

After further discussion the motion for 
the second reading was carried on a divis 
sion, The bill was passed through Com« 
mittee of the Whole. On motion for third 
reading, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE suggested that 
the clause relating to the representation 
of Trades’ Unions was beyond the jurisdic. 
tion of this House. {t was a matter for 
the Local Legislature and not for this Par- 
liament to deal with. 

Mr. MASSON (Terrebonne,) renewed his 
request that the bill be withdrawn for this 
session. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said it 
could not be done without injury to the 
Dominion, for it workingmen should learn 
that the old law remained unchanged, 
they would not come to settle in Canada, 

Afver further discussion the bill was read 
a third time and passed. 

THE CRIMINAL LAW. 

The Act to amend the Criminal Law re- 

lating to violence, threats, and molesta- 


tion, was read a second time and passed. 
The House adjourned at 12:45 a. m, 


SENATE. 
Wepyespay, 12th June, 1872. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o’dlock. r 


INCORPORATION BILLS, 


The following bills were read a third 
time and passed :-—Gananoque Navigation 
Company ; Imperial Guarantee Loan So~ 
ciety ; Quebec Pacific Railway Company ; 
Ontario and Erie Ship Canal Company ; 
Western Assurance Chmpany: Interocea- 
nic Railroad Company ; Thunder Bay Silver 
Mines Company ; Queenstown Suspension 
Bridge Company ; Sault Ste. Marie Rail- 
way and Bridge Company ; Canada Pacific 
Railroad Company ; Canada Central Rail. 
road Company ; Pacific Junction Brid ge 
Company; New York Bridge and Tunnel 
Company. 


SALARIES, oes 
Hon. Mr. FERRIER called attention to 
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the fact thata resolution had been passed 
in the other branch with reference to the 
emoluments of officers thereof. He would 
therefore propose a similar resolution for 
adoption by the House. 

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL replied that the 
other branch having taken this position, 
he was quite ready to accede to the reso- 
lution. 

The motion was passed, a number of 
bills were passed, and the House ad. 
journed. 


Miscellaneous 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


OTrawa, June 12. 


The SPEAKER took the chair at three 
o'clock. 


SPEAKERS’ DECISIONS, 


After routine. 

Mr. BLANCHET moved that the Speaker 
and the Committee for the internal 
economy of the House be authorized to 
print the precedents and decisions of the 
Speakers from the Union of the two 
Canadas 1841 to date. He hoped no ob- 
jection would be made, as it was impor- 
tant that these should be published, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought this 
should have been referred to the Library 
Committee, and on their report the mat- 
ter should then have come up. 

The motion was carried, 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


Mr. BARTHE moved for a return of the 
claims of Messrs. H. & A. Lemont for 
certain lands in Sorel. Carried. 

Mr. WHITE (East Hastings) moved re. 
solutions on the subject of lands lying 
within the Indian reserves in the town. 
ship of Tyndega, in Hastings. It proposed 
to sell a certain portion of these lands, by 
which the Indians would be largely bene- 
fitted. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDUNALD did not 
see how the resolution could pass. The 
land was the property of the Indians and 
could not be sold without their sanction, 
Surely the territory of the Dominion was 
large enough to spare part to the tribes. 
He was not surprized that the lands were 
Occasionally coveted, but the Indians 
should be treated as favoured ‘children. 
If the lands must be valued, that would 
be done by the Indian Department and he 
had no doubt they kept trace of that. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said there might 
be reason for feeling dissatistied at the 
presence of large bodies of Indians near 


Hon, Mr. Ferrier. 
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towns. Wherever these were, however. 
they must be treated fairly and their 
rights respected. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON agreed with the 
Minister of Justice. but the question arose 
if the Indians should not be emancipated 
and their lands divided among heads of 
families so as to come under the national 
law of property. In some cases this, he 
knew, might be done without incovenience, 
but properly each case should come up by 
itselt 

Mr. STEWART CAMPBELL aalled 
attention to the official name of the Indians 
translated into French sawvages, which was 
offensive to them, 

Mr. BOWELL explained the object of 
the resolution to be to enable a portion of 
the land had on lease by whites to be sold, 
and the proceeds devoted to their benefit. 
There were eight hundred acres in this 
position outof eighteen thousand, and the 
land was constantly deteriorating in value. 

After further discussion tthe resolutions 
were withdrawn, Hon. Sir John Macdonald 
promising that the attention of the Indian 
Department would be called to the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. BROUSSEAU moved the adoption 
of the reports of the Printing Committee, 
recommending the printing of certain re- 
ports, and the report of the audit of the 
year’s account. Carried. 

Mr. MACDOUGALL (Lanark) said, at 
the beginning of this Parliament, owing 
to a fit of economy, twelve and a-half per 
cent. was deducted from the salaries of all 
othicers of the House. He believed that 
the House had gone too far in that direc. 
tion, asthe salaries were not excessive. 
In the Civil Service Act progressive salaries 
were authorized, but the officers of this 
House did not come within that Act, and 
had no chance of a raise. He thought that 
if injustice had been done, it should be 
rectified. He moved ‘that all officers of 
this House whose salaries had been reducx 
ed, should have an annual increase to 
their salaries from the date of such re- 
duction, at the same rate as those in the 
Civil Service of equal rank.’’ The House 
had recognized the injustice that had been 
done, and one or two motions had been 
made to remedy it in exceptional cases, 
There was an oflicer who occupied a seat 
at the table in this House who had been 
forty years in the public service, and who 
actually received less salary than he had 
fourteen years ago. He did not believe 
that the members of this House could 
plume themselves with having cut off 
twelve and ashalf per cent. from the 
salaries of officers. he people at large 
rather desire a reduction of useless offices, 


Business, 
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if there were such, than the paring down 
of the salaries of efficient men. 

Hon. Mr. HOLTON seconded 
motion. 

Mr. CAMERON had no doubt whatever 
that if a large number of the officers en- 
gaged in the work of the House were 
removed, it would be difficult to replace 


Miscellaneous 


the 


_ them, and in any other position they would 


be paid larger salaries than here. ‘The 
whole of the expenditure saved by the 
reduction of twelve and a-half per cent. 
was only $6,000 a year. He also referred 
to the anomaly of messengers of this 
House who received $2 a day or about 
$120 whilst messengers of the Senate re- 
ceived $200, although their duties were 
not nearly sO onerous. 

Mr. CHAUVEAD quite agreed in the 
motion of the hon. member for Lanark. 
He had disapproved of the reduction of 
salaries when it was made, and would 
rejoice at this change for the better. ‘Lhe 
hon. member for Lanark had spoken of 
the claims of an officer who was at the 
table. He (Mr. Chauveau) also saw at the 
table an officer who had for many years 
sat at the clerk’s table, and who for many 
years had performed the difficult task of 
French translator. 

Mr. McDONALD (Lunenburg), thought 
that the pay of the sessional clerks should 
be increased. The pay now, he thought, 
was quite insufficient to compensate these 
officers for their services. An officer thus 
employed could not engage in any other 
pursuit. He urged that a bonus should 
be given which should represent the 
amount which had been taken from them 
during the few years. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD remind- 
ed the House that the question of salaries 
had been referred ‘to a Committee of the 
House in the first Session of this Parlia- 
ment. ‘The Committee had reported in 
favour of a reduction of 123 per cent., and 
the House had adopted the report. It 
would not look well in the country on the 
last day of the last Session to make their 
last vote reverse an Act of the same Pars 
liament. It would be remembered that 
this report recommending a reduction of 
123 per cent, was carried at the instance 
of the Government to prevent a still 
greater reduction being made. He did 
did not think that they should at the pre~ 
sent time, with their power leaving their 
hands, pass a motion which would, in fact, 
involve the reversal of the policy adopted 
by the Committee and the House, at it 
proposed the payment to the officers of 
the amount which had been taken from 
them, and would involve a very large sum 
of money, He would have been well cons 
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tented had this reduction not been made ; 
but as the matter was, he did not think it 
would look well if such an increase were 
made as now proposed. If the hon. gen- 
tleman thought fit, he might refer the 
internal economy committee to considerdu- 
ring recess. That many of the ofticers were 
worthy of all consideration, he knew; and 
the attention of the committee might be 
called to their case, and they might be 
requested to deal with their salaries for 
the present year. It might be understood 
that the internal economy commissioners 
could increase the salaries to the extent 
of twelve and a-half per cent, for the next 
year, save in same exceptional cases when 
it might not be deserved, and leave to a 
new Parliament to adjust the whole system. 
He quite agreed with the hon. gentleman 
who had just spoken. He had seconded 
the motion, as he approved of the spirit of 
it, but he did not quite catch the sense of 
it as carrying them back over the five 
years. He did not think that would bs 
proper. He thought it inconsistent with 
parliamentary practice to pass an act 
having a retractive effect ; and they must, 
he thought, confine themselves to the pre- 
sent and future. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL said thit ths 
leader of the Government having indicated 
another mode of dealing with this matter, 
he would consent to it. His metiom he 
thought had not gone so far a3 was stated. 
It merely asked to apply the provisions of 
the Civil Service Act to these saliries as 
regarded increase, and to put the officers 
of the House on the same footing as those 
in the Departments. 

Hon Mr. MACKENZI4 said that at the 
time that the report referred to was 
adopted, he had thought that 1t was un- 
just to make an indiscriminate reduction 
in salaries, and he thought that it would 
be equally wrong now to mike an increase. 
He thought that there were many officers 
who deserved increases indeed. he had 
spoken to several of the ofiicials who 
would have got better salaries had they 
gone into other services. They, however, 
disliked to leave, as they preferred the 
service, and hoped that before long jus- 
tice might be done them, He would sug~ 
gest the following motion :— ‘That in the 
opinion of this House it is expedient that 
such of the officers and clerks of the 
House as the Committee of Internal Hco- 
nomy may consider to deserve it, should 
have such an addition to their salaries as 
would compensate them for their services 
for the current year.” 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD had no 
objection to the motion, which having 
been amended in two unimportant parti. 
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culars, wis put to the vote and carried— 
Yeas, 53; nays, 21, 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU moved to remit 
the fee of J. H. Archer tor a private bill. 
Curried 


JUDGE JOHNSON 


Dr. SCHULTZ remarked that the in- 
structions submitted to Judge Johnson 
in regard to the Manitoba claims, did not 
include the claims of one class of people 
who were entitled to the consideration of 
the Government. He would move, there- 
fore, ‘That an humble eddress be pre- 
sented to His Excellency the Governor 
General, that certain claims of sutterers 


by the Red River insurrection, which 


were not within the scope of the instruc- 
tions given to Judge Johnson, be taken 
into consideration with a view to their 
compensation.”? He contended that 
Judge Johnson’s instructions only covered 
claims for compensation for losses of pros 
periy and imprisonment, and that there 
were many other legitimate c'aims outside 
of these. ‘he prisoners had nearly all of 
them lost a year’s time, with damage to 
their respective occupations, and some 
had suffered serious damage by continued 
illness. Then there were the legitimate 
claims of the halfsbreed population for 
various losses arising out of the rebellion. 
fle wished to press the matter on the at« 
tention of the Government. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
the motion of the hon. gentleman was 
somewhat out of order, but taking it on 
its merits he thought it would be unwise 
to press it any further just now. Since 
it was brought before the notice of the 
Government, they would, as a maiter of 
course, look into the matter, and if it was 
found tliat any just claims had been over- 
looked, the Government would be bound 
to enquire into them. He thought the 
hon. gentleman should be satisfied with 
this answer, and with the fact that he had 
brought the matter before the attention 
of the House, and would withdraw his 
motion. 

Dr. SCHULTZ replied that on this assu- 
rance from the Hon. Minister of Justice, 
he would withdraw the motion. 


RETURNS, 


Hon, Dr, TUPPER presented the report 
of the Superintendent General of Indian 
Affairs; also a return on the subject of 
meteorological observations, 

Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN presented a re« 
turn on the subject of divisions C. D. & E. 
of the Pacific Railway Survey. 


flon. Sir J. A. Macdonald. 
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AGRICULTURAL COMMIITER, 


Mr. MUNROE, before the orders of the 
day were called, would ask the Chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture whether 
they intend to make areport? He cona 
sidered it of very great importance to the 
agricultural interests of the country that 
such a report should be presented. His 
conviction was very strong that the farm- 
ing interests should be protected. They 
were deserving of such protection, and he 
hoped that all the information which had 
been gathered on the subject would be 
brought before the House, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE objected to the 
matter being debated by the hon. gentle- 
man, He had asked a question and 
should confine himself simply to that. 

Mr. JONES (Leeds and Grenville), as 
Chairman of the Committee, explained 
that they had been unable to report, 
because answers to their questions had 
only been received within the last day or 
two, and it was now found Impossible to 
get a quorum of the Committee, 


CRIMINAL APPEAL, 

Mr. HARRISON moved the second read. 
ing of the bill to extend the right of 
appeal in criminal cases. He urged that 
legislation was very much required on this 
subject, and thought that there should be 
an appeal in criminal as in ciyi' cises, He 
quoted several instances of injustice which 
had occurred under the existing law, but 
would not press the bill. 

The order was discharged, 


STOLEN GOOD3 ADVERTISEMENTS, 


Mr, HARRISON, on the adjourned de. 
bate on the mot'‘on for the second reading 
of the bill. to amend the law relating to 
advertisements respecting stolen goods, 
said the objection to the bill, he under- 
stood, was that no particular ease had 
been alleged showing the necessity for the 
proposed change in the law, It was in 
consequence of an actual case he had been 
induced to bring forward the bill. He 
referred to a case where two newspapers 
in Toronto had been served with a warrant 
under the existing law, and where it was 
found that the whole thing was a fraud, 
and was got up for the purpose of levying 
blackmail. Objection had also been taken 
to the use of the name of the Attorney 
General, as provided in the bill, and if it 
was allowed to go into Committee of the 
Whole he would strike out that portion. 
He would also provide that action should 
be commenced within six months. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD would 
have no objection to the biil with the pro- 
posed alterations, 4 
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‘in Committee, and read a third time and 
passed. 


‘ing offences against the person. 


Miscellaneous 


The bill was read a second time, adopted | 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON, 
_ Mr. HARRISON moved the second read- 
ing of the bill to amend the Act respect~ 
plained that the object of the Tagan 
give a discretionary power to the Judge in 
pronouncing sentence for the crime of 
rape. It waswell known that the death 
penalty was never carried out, and it 
seemed to him to be a solemn farce for a 
Judge to pronounce the sentence of 
death, the most solemn of all sentences 
when he felt that it would not be carried 
into effect. The consequence of the 
death penalty was that advocates often 
made use of it in order to secure the ac. 
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INSOLVENT ACT. 


Mr. HARRISON, on the motion for the 
eecond reading of the bill to amend the 
Insolvent Act of 1869, said that as such a 
strong objection had already been taken 
to that law by the House, he would 
remark that the amendments he proposed 
would meet many of the objections which 
had been urged against the Act of 1869. 

The bill was withdrawn. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read a third 
time and passed:—An Act to extend the 
teriff of duties of customs and excise, and 
certain enactments relating thereto to 
British Columbia; An Act to extend the 
Act 33 Vic., cap. 20, to the port of Colling- 


quittal of persons who ought to be con- 
victed and punished. [He contended that 
a discretionary power should be vested in 
the Judges to pronounce the death 
penalty if necessary, or a sentence of im- 
prisonment, as circumstances might 
require. 

Mr. CAMERON (Peel) said that the 
matter was one of great importance, and 
required grave consideration. At this late 
stage of the session it would not be pro- 
perly discussed, and he would, theretore. 
suggest that the bill be allowed to stand 
over, 

Col, GRAY approved of the bill but 
thought it should go a little further and 
provide that the sentence for the crime of 
rape should not necessarily be imprison- 


ment for life, but that, according to cirs | 


cumstances, imprisonment for a term of 
years might be inflicted. This had been 
found to work well in New Brunswick. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE agreed with the 
hon.member for Peel that it would be 
impossible to have a fair discussion at this 
late stage of the session. 

Hon. sir JOHN MACDONALD was in 
favour of the principle of the bill, but 
thought that it would be unwise to do 
away with the death penalty altogether. 
In most cases the sentence was commuted. 
Still, under the peculiar circumstances of 
the country, the exposed position of a 
great part of it. and the long frontier, 
offered opportunities to men of bad cha- 
racter to cross and recross, and in order 


to afford additional prot<ction to women, 


it would be well that the death penalty 
should not be altogether aboli-hed. As, 
however, the opinion of the House was 
altogether in favour of the postponement 
of the bill, he would suggest its withs 
drawal, 

Mr. HARRISON concurred, and the 
order was discharged. 
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wood; An Act to extend certain Acts rela. 
ting to matters connected with navigation 
to the Province of British Columbia, 


PROROGATION, 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD announ~ 
ced that the prorogition would not take 
place until Friday. ; 

It being six o'clock the House rose. 


AFTER RECESS. 
ELECTION ACT. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
the reading of the bill to amend the [n- 
terim Parliamentary Election Act of 1871. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that at the 
last general election the municipalities did 
not make the required sub divisions and 
| polling places in accordance with the law, 
and great inconvenience had resulted in 
consequence. No provision had been made 
for the payment of the expenses of the 
returning oflicer. 

Mr. CAMERON (Peel) agreed with his 
hon, friend as to the difficulties which arose 
from sub-divisions not having been laid out 
, at the last general election, but that had 
been done at recent provincial elections, 
and these sub-divisions would still remain, 
and when reorganized by the present bill 
the difticulty would be met, 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD then ex- 
plained the object of every clause of the 
bill, after which the House went into Com- 
mittee, amended the bill and rose and re- 


ported. On motion for concurrence in the 
amendments, Mr. Chauveau moved * that 
householders of houses of the annual value 
of $20, in the Indian village of Lorette, 
shall be allowed to vote at the poll or one 
of the polls in the parish of St. Ambroise, 
as they were allowed previous to the pro- 
vision made for municipal lists, provided 
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the list of such householders over twenty+ 
one years of age, shall be made and sworn 
to before a Justize of the Peace by two of 
the chiefs of the said village, and deliver- 
ed to the Registrar of the said county pre- 
vious to the issue of the writ, so that the 
Indians of the village of Lorette who had 
from time immemorial been allowed to 
vote up the time of the forming of munici- 
pal lists, shall not be excluded.”’ He said 
they had a good school, were all educated 
and were a people of most decent charac~ 
ter and had a good right to vote on their 
property. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the mem- 
ber for Quebec had proposed to make an 
exception of the tribe in his county. If 
there was to be change made it should be 
of a general character, and he appealed “to 
the Minister of Justice not to suffer the 
partial eniranchisement of Indians. The 
motion must have been moved for some 
particular reason. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU replied, stating 
that he had no object in the matter beyond 
a desire to restore to these Indians a fran- 
chise which they had always enjoyed up to 
the time of the law providing for munici- 
pal lists. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said they hid 
not voted since he had been in Parliament. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said that he (Mr. 
Chauveau) had been elected by acclama- 
tion six times, and therefore ths point had 
not been raised. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE 
been raised now ? 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU ~ Because at the 
last Local Hiection it had been found that 
they had no right to vote, not being on 
the municipal list. He did not advocate 
this from personal motives, as the Indian 
vote only amounted to from thirty to forty 
whereas his majority when opposed in his 
contest was over 1,000. The Indians had 
the privilege of voting when they were far 
below their present status, and they felt it 
a great hardship to be deprived of that 
privilege now. 

Mr. BOWN said if amendments were 
adopted, he should follow with a motion 
for the enfranchisement of the Indians of 
Tyendinaga. He could alsoargue that they 
were intelligent, and many of them lived 
as well as white people. There were other 
municipalities in the Province of Quebec 
which did not vote in consequence of not 
having taken advantage of the municipal 
law, and if the Indians did not choose to 
take advantage of it he could see no rea~ 
son why they should be enfranchised. It 
would be exclusive legislation in favour of 
one tribe if the amendment were carried. 

Mr. WORKMAN would like to have the 


Ton. Sir J. A. Macdonaid. 


How has it 
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Indians of Caughnawaga included if the 
present motion were adopted. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE hoped the Min- 
ister of Justice wculd express the policy 
of the Government in the matter, 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that 
he would be very glad, indeed, to meet 
the motion of his friend for Quebec, as far 
as he cou'd. Asa matter of necessity, if 
these thirty four Indians were allowed to 
have an assessment list, all other Indians 
similarly situated must have the same 
right. The question was, were we prepar- 
ed to allow Indians all over the Dominion 
to vote. it cccurred to him that his hon. 
friend had done his duty towards the In- 
dians in his county. He had pressed the 
claims with great zeal, and he thought his 
hon. friend must submit that these thirty- 
four Indians should not be accorded privi- 
leges which were Jenied to others. It 
would be soothing the feelings of thirty- 
four and wounding those of 3,400. His 
hon. friend would see that the consequence 
of his motion would be that every Indian 
throughout the Dominion being a house- 
holder of the value of twenty dollars per 
annuni, must also have a vote, and he (Sir 
John) did not think that the Government 
was prepared to go so far. 

Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU said he would be 
prepared to restore franchise to Indians 
wherever it had existed before the opera« 
tion of the municipal law. 

A division was then taken on Mr. Chaus 
veau’s amendment with the following re« 
sult,—yeas, 23; nays, 38. 

The amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole were then concur.ed in, 


PUBLIC LANDS, 


Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved 
the House into Committee on the bill ress 
pecting the public lands of the Dominion. 

The House went in Committee, Mr. 
Nathan in the chair, rose, reported the 
bill with amendments, which were concur- 
red in, 


TEA AND COFFEE. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
second reading of the bill to allow the Go- 
vernor-General in council to impose a 
duty on tea and coffee imported from the 
United States, in case therein mentioned. 
Carried. The House went into Committee, 
rose and reported, and the bill was read a 
third tims and passed, 


COPYRIGHT. 
Kon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved con- 
currence with unimportant amendments 


made by the Senate to the Copyright bill. 
Carried. 
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strictly carried out. 
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CONCURRENCE. 


Hon. Sir GEO E. CARTIER moved con- 
currence in the amendments to the Que- 
bec Pacific Railway bill. Carried 

The amendments to the Imperial Guaran- 
tee bill were also concurred in. 


SUPPLY. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HIN KS moved the 
second reading of the Supply bill. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE —I should like 
to know what there is iu this bill; | have 
never seen it. (Laughter.) 

Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS said the 
bill was avery little one. He would ex- 
plain to the hon. member about the Com« 
missioners. ‘Ihere had been no mistake, 
as he (Sir Francis) had stated last night. 
It had been found absolutely necessary to 
send Mr, simpson, the commissioner, to 
negotiate treaties with the Indians on the 
Saskatchewan, some hundreds of miles 
from Fort Garry, and he would conse- 
quently be absent from Fort Garry almost 
altogether. As this point was constantly 
visited by bands of Indians, it was found 
necessary to have a branch of the Indian 
Department there. The item was for the 
‘salary of the agent, $1,000, and the ex- 
penses of the office. With respect to the 
item of $20,000 for Eritish Columbia, 
pointing out the necessity ‘or making pro- 
vision for the Indians there. ‘The amount 
asked for was given in detail; but inas- 
much as the amount asked for includes 
items which the Government were not 


prepared to admit in principle, the Gos | 


vernment thought it better to bring down 
a lump sum of $20,0U0, which was con~ 
siderably less than the sum asked for. 


WELLAND CANAL CONTRACT. 


Hon. Mr. LANGEVIN said the hon 
member for Lambton had last night 


' brought before the House a statement in 


a Roman Catholic newspaper, to the effect 
that a contract for the supply of timber on 
the Welland Uanal had been given to one 
John Macdonald, whose tender was not the 
lowest. The hon, gentleman then quoted 
from the report of the engineer on these 
tenders, from which it appeared that 
although the tender of the Messrs. Phelps 
was the lowest, it was accompanied with 
conditions as to time of delivery of the 
article, and as to prices, and was not in 
accordance with the specifications, and he 
advised that Mr. Macdonald’s tender 
should be taken. lt would therefore, 
appear that no preference had been shown 
to any one in this matter, as the law and 
the customs of the Department had been 
As the name of the 
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member for Welland had been used by 
the same newspaper, he (Mr. Langevin) 
would take this occasion to deny that that 
gentleman had anything to do with the 
matter either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. MACKE. ZIE said that the state- 
ments in the paper proved to be sudstan- 
tially correct, the only difference being the 
condition asked as to the length of time 
to be given and the prices under certain 
circumstances. He contended that the 
Government should have told the parties 
that their tender must be unconditional, 
and if they had concurred, their tender 
should have been accepted. 

Mr S(REEY said that as he had been 
referred to by the newspaper, and as such 
statements were calculated to be a serious 
injury if not contradicted, he was glad 
that this explanation had been made. He 
denied that he had anything whatever to 
do with the matter, and thougbt it had 
been clearly shown that no corruption had 
taken place 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the 
article in the newspaper was couched in 
most unfair and unfriendly language, in- 
sinuving improper conduct. The state~ 
ment of Mr. Munroe, the, responsible en- 
giveer, disproved anything of this kind. 
It showed that the engineer recommended 
the correct course, the only course which 
could be taken by the department in any 
When tenders were put in they 
should be put in in accordance with the 
terms and conditions of the call for ten- 
ders, and the contractors understood what 
this meant. It meant thatif they were 
not made in accordance with these terms, 
they were altogether void. It was a trick 
of contractors to insert a small variation 
so as to make it possible to open negotla- 
tions, and one coull see that if the de« 
partment did not rigidly carry out a sys- 
tem of looking at the tenders, and ten- 
ders only, and seeing whether they were 
regular, the door would be opea to all 
kinds of favoritism, 

Mr. MACKENZLE said it would be quite 
apparent that the statment he bad alluded 
to was correct. A list of prices bad now 
been published and people could form 
their own conclusions from 1, As to 
making any charge of corruption, he had 
never thought of anything of the kind. 

Hon. Mr. McDUUGAUL (Lanark) thought 
that the hon. member for Lambton hardly 
gave credit to the depwtment for* the 
very clear explanation that had been made. 
He (Mr. Macdougal') would be glad if 
every case that came up In Parliament 
might be as clearly explained as this one 
had been, ‘The engineer's statement was 
a proper statement to m ike, and the con: 
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tract accepted was the proper contract to 
accept. He thought that so full an expla- 
nation having been made, the hon. mem- 
ber for Lambton, who was himself a pub- 
lic officer, should have been ready to say 
whether the explanation was sufficient or 
not. He (Mr. Macdougall) thought that 
from the way the matter had been put, it 
would be used as an argument elsewhere. 
The bill was then read a second time, 
and ordered for a third reading to-morrow. 
The House adjourned at ten p m. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 13, 1872. 


The Senate has been engaged in receiv. 
ing bills and passing them through their 
various stages, a bare quorum being 
present. 


The second reading of the Supply Bill 
was moved, 

Senator REESOR called attention to the 
contract made in 1869 between the Cana- 
dian Government and the Messrs. Allan 
for the carriage of the mails, ard which the 
Government had power to recall by giving 
twelve months notice. 

Senator CAMPBELL replied that the 
Messrs. Allan had performed the service 
in the most efficient manner, and their line 
for despatch and safety was not excelled 
by any other sailing on the Atlantic. ‘T'he 
Government had, however, given notice 
on the 3lst March last of their intention 
to terminate the contract on the Ist April, 
1873. They had done so in view of the 
completion of the Interccolonial Railway, 
and the advisability of revising all the mail 
arrangements in the interests of the whole 
Dominion. 

The Supply Bill was passed and the House 
avjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Orrawa, June 13, 


The SPEAKER took the chiir at 3:40 
p.m. 


CONCURRED IN. 


The following Bills were returned from 
the Senate, with amendments, and were 
concurred in:—The Lake Superior and 
Manitoba Railway Company Act; an Act 
to incorporate the North West Railway 
Company; an Act to incorporate the 
Manitoba Junction Railway Company, 

Hon. Mr, O’CONNUR moved that the 


Hon, Mr. Mackenzie. 
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fee paid on the North West Trading Com- 


pany’s Bill be refunded, the Bill having. 


been dropped in the Senate. 
THE NORTH WEST TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) asked whether the 
Finance Minister had received any infors 
mation from England as to the cost of the 
telegraph wire taken over for the Hudson 
Bay Company. 

Hon. Sir F. HINCKS was glad his hon. 
friend had asked this question because it 
would give him an opportunity of explain- 
ing a matter which had excited a good 
deal of apprehension in the Public Ac- 
counts Committee that there was some- 
thing wrong in the public accounts. ‘The 
explanations given at that time were that 
it was part of the bargain made with the 
Hudson’s Bay Company, that this wire 
should be taken at its cost price, satisfac- 
tory evidence being given to the Minister 
of Public Works that the price paid was 
cost price and charges; but when the in- 
voices were produced the price seemed so 
enormous, being something like two or 
three times the cost of the ordinary wire 
that there seemed to be something wrong. 
He (Sir Francis) had promised to obtain 
information from England on the subject, 
and he had last night received a letter 
from Sir John Rose, which he would read. 
‘‘The Hudson Bay Secretary was directed 
to make every enquiry in order to show 
that the Canadian Government had not 
been charged with more than the actual 
cost of the wire and transportation, and 
aod he was further directed to collect all 
the documents in proof of that fact. 1 
understand that the Government agreed 
to take it over at cost and charges. The 
documents whish go by mail to Mr. Smith 
are the original invoices receipted with 
the cheques attached, showing the net 
payments to the maker; also sundry let- 
ters and certificates with reference to the 
value of the article at that time from per- 
sons who are judges of it. It appears 
that this peculiar kind of wire was sup. 
posed to possess superior advantages over 
all others, and Sir Curtis Lampson acted 
on the advice of Mr. Varley, the eminent 
electrician, in selecting it. Since that 
time there has been so much improvement 
in the other kinds of wire that the homo- 
geneous is Jess used, and it can now be 
purchased at a less price than it then 
was. At the time it was bought it was, as 
I am informed, supposed to be a very 

judicious purchase; but if the thing had 
to be done over again to day, it is proba- 
ble that the ordinary wire would be se. 
lected. There isnodoubt, whatever, that 
the Government has only been charged 
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the actual cost, which, I understand wa; 
the arrangement. I need not repeat all 
the circumstances contained in the letters 
addressed by the Secretary to Mr. Donald 
Smith, but I hope they will be found to 
give sufficient information as to the varie 
ous particulars you want.’’ He (Sir Fran- 
cis) also read a letter he had received 
from the Secretary of the Hudson’s Bay 
Company to Mr. Donald A. Smith, the 
member for Selkirk, as follows:—*‘I have 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 10th inst., calling attention to a 
public discussion which has taken place 
in reference to the price charged by the 
Hudson’s Bay Company for the telegraph 
wire purchased by the Canadian Govern- 
ment, and, by the Governor and Commit- 
tee, 1 transmit herewith the original ins 
voices, three in number, of the wire rex 
ferred to, the receipts for the different 
amonnts paid to Messrs. Shortridge, 
Howell & Co., of Sheffield, and the drafts 
on the Company’s Bankers, in favor of 
that firm, showing that the prices charged 
in the invoices which you produced at Ot. 
tawa, are the cost prices paid by the Com. 
pany in 1864. Acting upon the advice of 


Mr. C. F. Varley, the engineer and elec- | 
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| actual cost, and there would he no doubt 
from the explanation thrt tLat had been 
done. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said that the 
suspicions of the committee had heen 
raised in consequence of the extraordinary 
price charged; a merchant converatnt with 
such matters having stated thst steel wire 
could be bought at half the price. No 
one supposed that the Hudson Bay Com-— 
pany desired to cheat the Government, but 
it was thought that a mistake had been 
made. He admitted that the documents 
read to the House fully explained the 
matter. 

Mr. SMITH (Selkirk) explained that 
the wire had been selected by the Hudson 
Biy Company from its great lightness. 
The weight which in iron wire would ex. 
teni for one hundred miles would in this 
wire be sufhcient for three hundred, 


HANSARD. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD should, 
bring before the House the question of 
the purchase of the Hansard for 1870 and 
1871. A paper had been signed by about 
130 members recommending this, and 


trician of the Electric and International | suggesting that the work should be con- 


Telegraph Company, the committee pur- 
chased the homogeneous wire, which was 
carefully tested and approved by that 
gentleman before it was shipped. I have 
applied to Mr. Varley for the replies to 
the engineers contained in your letter 
and I jhoped to have his answer in time 
for today’s mail, but find that they will be 
sent on Saturday via New York,’”’ He (Sir 
Francis) also read extracts from a private 
letter to the effect that as to homogeneous 
wire, in the construction of which steel is 
used, owing to the great improvement 
made during the past seven or eight years, 
the price had been greatly reduced, and as 
regards the superiority of homogeneous 
wire over iron for telegraph purposes 
there can be little question, especially for 
deep stretches where great strength is 
required homogeneous wire can be made 
of any degree of softness, and in longer 


lengths than iron; and in its tensible |. 


strength, combined with flexibility, pre- 


vents many breakages that would take 


place if ordinary wire were used. He 
further read another letter addressed to 
Sir John Rase by a gentleman of experience, 
to whom he applied for information, to the 
effect that a ton of homogeneous wire cost 
now in London from £32 to £33. In 1865 
and 1866, when the material was first used 
for cables, the price was from £47 to £59. 


Mr. MACDOUGALL (Lanark) said the | 


agreement was to take over the wire at its 


| tinued if possible. He was of opinion 
| that this work should be encouraged, and 
| he thought the only way of doing so, was 
by Parliamentary assistance. it was to be 
regretted that the debates had rot been 
preserved since confederation. In Eng 
land there was no Parliamentary assistance 
because the members were wealthy and 
were willing to pay five guineas per session 
for the copy ofa Hansard. This could not 
be expected of members here. He cons 
sidered 16 of great importance that the 
debates of this Parliameat, during which 
measures had been passed forming the 
foundation of our new system, should be 
preserved. He hoped Parliament would 
encourage the work for 1870 and 1871, 
and by so doing induce some publisher to 
obtain the debates of 1868 ana 1859, and 
he would submit such a proposition to the 
House. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the House 
had already decided adversely to the pro- 
posal, and it was unfair to bring it up on 
the last day of the Session with a partizan 
report. He never objected to the publica. 
tion of the debates under the supervision 
of a committee of the House. When 
tenders were brought in the mitter broke 
down, and Mr. Cotton proceeded to pub- 
‘lish it on his own responsibility. It was @ 
more skeleton and not a fair report; and 
although he did not cbject to purchasing 
a few copies for himself, he must ohject to 
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the few members now present reversing 
the decision already come te. 


Hon, Dr. TUPPER said that the repoit 
did not bear a partizan character as 
an examination of the volumes would 
show. ‘The reporters had been are. 
ful to give a fair and impartial report 
of what took place. As to the pros 
posal having been negatived, he thought 
that a mistake. A proposal for an official 
report of the debates was, it was true, 
negatived; but the general feeling was 
expressed at the last session that it was 
desirable to have such reports, the propo- 
sal only being defeated through the some. 
what peculiar proposal of an opponent of 
the measure. He felt that if measures 
were not taken to secure the substance of 
the discussions being handed down, show- 
ing the reasons for many ot the measures 
being passed, a large outlay would have to 
be incurred by private individuals, or they 
woull have to leave the proceedings of 
Parliament unreported. 


Hon. Mr. MACDOUGAI.L (Lanark) saw 
no antagonism between this and the pro- 
position which had been negatived, which 
was to have an official report at very con- 
siderable expense It was most desirable 
that these reports should be obtained for 
reference, as now there is the necessity of 
preserving the files of the daily papers, 
which was a course very inconvenient and 
almost impossible. He thought the ex- 
pense of obtaining these two volumes was 
not to be compared with the benefit that 
would arise. He found that by referring 
to the’ previous notes that it was the 
siient members who always voted down 
such propositions. Now, however valuable 
their seryices, it was very unfair that 
valuable discussions and decisions should 
not be preservel in prominent form. 

Mr HARRISON agreed in this view. 
The debate was continued at some length, 
when in the absence of the Hon. Sir John 
Macdonald, 


Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER moved 
thatit be an ivstruction to the Commis~ 
sieners of Internal conomy to make ar. 
rangements for 600 copies of the reports of 
Parliamentary proceedings, known as the 
Canadian Hansard, for the years 1870 and 
1871 for the use of members, the cost to 
be charged to contingencies. 


Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE objected that 
the motion was out of order. No notice 
had been given, 

After considerable discussion, 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE withdrew his 
Objection, as notice of motion was given, 
aad so the Goeernment would carry it if 
they liked. 


Hon, Mr. Mackenzie. 
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The motion was then put to the vote 
and carried—Yeas, 41; nays, 5. 


ELECTION ACT. 


Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved 
that the bill to amend the Interim Parlia. 
mentary Elections Act be referred back to 
the Committee of the Whole for amend. 
ment. ‘The amendment affected the new: 
ly incorporated district of Tilsonburg. The 
Committee rose and reported and the bill 
was read a third time and passed. 


SUPPLY. 


Hon. Sir FRANCIS HINCKS moved the 
third reading of the Supply Bill. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZI# had objected 
last night to a third reading of the Supply 
Bill, in the first place because he thought 
they should conform to an old custom and 
make the Supply Bill the last Act of the 
House. 

Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD —It is not 
the usal custom. 


Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE thought that it 
should be the last act. It was evident 
that the power to withhold thesupply was 
the great power of the House. He had in. 
tended last night to make some remarks 
upon the policy of the Government during 
the session, but at this late period of the 
day with so few members present, he would 
not make any extended remarks upon the 
general policy of the session, and for this 
reason—they were on the eve of a Parlia- 
mentary election and his speech might ob- 
tain a much more appreciative audience 
elsewhere (laughter), and perhaps he 
might be permitted to say a much better 
one. Hehid looked upon the events of 
the session as extremely important, impor- 
tant in the coming results to the Dominion, 
important in the immense expenditure 
which had been*voted, important above all 
in the unconstitutional mode in which this 
expenditure had been sanctioned by Par- 
lament. He had endeavored as fir as 
he could to check what he believed 
to be unsound Parliamentary doc- 
trine. A large majority of the House 
had decided in hostility; to his views. 
From this decision he and those who had 
views in common with him were about to 
appeal to the country. The appeal would 
be decided in a very short time and he 
was content to wait the issue. He consi- 
dered that incalculable damage had been 
done to Constitutional Government in the 
course they had pursued this session in 
regard to several measures, but he believed 
ina country like this, where the people 
had been accustomed to self-government, 
that they would appreciate the reasons put 
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forth by the Opposition. He knew that 
it had been said that the Opposition had 
made motions with a view to oppose that 
great work, the Pacific Railway. He denied 
that there was the least foundation for this 
statement. During all the years he had 
been in parliament, as his speech on the 
Confederation Bill would show, he had said 
that it wes important for the country that 
a great Lacific Railway should be built. 
He believed that this was essential to the 
prosperity of the country, but he did not 
think that it was at all necessary to pros 
ceed in the way that the Government had 
attempted to proceed; and it was only 
against the particular mode of proceeding 
that he had directed his motions and his 
remarks. With regard to the Treaty of 
Washington, he, had taken the same course 
early in the session, that he had taken in 
the House. He had not found any reason 
to regret the course which he had taken, 
and he felt that 1s would be appreciated 
in the country. The House had been in 
too great haste to humiliate itself. The 
Treaty was not yet accepted, and might 
not be. England hesitated to commit the 
act of suicide which was demarded at her 
hands by the authorities at Washington. 
He believed that in this matter the Gov» 
ernment had yielded to an intolerant 
spirit which prevailed in the United 
States towards this country, yielded in a 
manner which would cause us to be less 
respected, and which would resuit in our 
‘being called upon to yield something 
more in the future. He might be wrong 
in these views, but the result would tell. 
He would not, of course, make any oppo- 
sition to the passage of the measure, ‘Ihe 
bill was then read a third time and passed. 


QUESTIONS. 


Mr. TOURANGEAU asked, Ist, In what 
manner Imperial property in Quebec, such 
as the Citadel, barracks, fortifications, 


Committee 


stores, &., has been transferred to the 


Dominion of Canada; whether in trust 
with power to take possession at any time, 
or if it has been made an absolute gift ? 
2nd. Whether the Queen’s Wharf, in Que- 
bec, is or is not the property of the Domi. 
nion; or otherwise, whether it is or is not 
under the control of our Government ? 
Hon. Sir GEORGE E. CARTIER replied 
that as to the first question, the property 
had been handed cver to the Canadiaa 
Government for defensive purposes. As 
to the second, the Queen’s Wharf had not 
yet been handed over. : 
Dr. SCHULTZ on his notice of mouon 
for an address respecting the distribution 
of half-breeds in Manitoba. After express- 
ing his opinion that the reserve sheuld be 
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distributed as best suited to the hilf-breeds 
themselves, withdiew the motion 

Dr. SUHULTZ on his motion for an ad- 
dress respecting the enumeration of the 
inhabitants of Manitoba said he had brought 
the matter forward because of the promise 
made him last year by the then Minister of 
Agriculture, that the censu3 shortly to be 
taken would include Manitoba, and he was 
disappointed that that promise had not 
been carried out, It was very important 
that an enumeration should bemade. He 
withdrew the motion. 

Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said 
the Government were not aware of any 
such promise. 

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE Gistinctly re. 
membered the promise, and was sorry the 
motion was withdrawn. 

Dr. SCHULTZ moved an address to the 
Governor General fur an increase of the 
military force in Manitoba to 300 foot and 
100 horse. He said this number was abs 
solutely necessary to maintain the dignity 
of the Crown, and expressed the hope that 
the Adjutant General would visit the Pro- 
vince to judge of the matter for himself. 

Hon. Sir GEORGE CARTIER said he had 
previously announced the intention of the 
Government to provide a force of 300 
men. As to the constabulary force, it had 
been recommended by the Lieutenant 
Governor, and also by the member for Lis. 
gw and Selkirk, and it would engigs the 
attention of the Government. 

Dr. SCHULTZ said that was the assur~ 
anes he desired to elicit, and he withlrew 
his motion. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

On the third reading of te bill respect 
ing the pubic lands of the Dominion, 

Hon, bir. MORRIS moved its reference 
back to Committee for amendments. 

The amendments were passed through 
Committee, and the bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

The House then at 5.45 adjourned till 
11 o'clock to.morrow, it being promised, 
at the request of Mr. Mackenzie, that no 
business would then be undertaken, exx 
cept matters from the Senate. 


HOUS# OF COMMONS. 
Fripay, June 14, 1872. 


Tae SPEAKER took the chair at 11.45 
PILOTS. 

After routine. 

Hon. Dr. TUPPER presented a corres- 
pondence between the Department of Ma- 
rine and Fisheries and the Board of Trade 
in England relating to services of pilots in 
the St. Lawrence. 
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ELECTION ACT 

Gn the motion to concur in the Senite 
amendment to the bill toamend the In- 
terim Parliamentary Election Act. 

Mr. WALSH explained that the amend« 
ment affected a portion of Middleton. The 
effect of it would be to leare the repre» 
sentation of Oxford and Norfo’k unchans 
ged. 
BOUNDARY LINE. 

Hon. Mr. MACDOUGALL asked wheth- 
ther any progress had been made with 
reference to the boundary between Un» 
tario and Quebec. 

Hon, Sir JOHN MACDONALD replied 
that negotiations between the two Go- 
vernments were going on; and that the 
Secretary of State and the Commissioner 
of Crown Lands, Mr. Scott on the part of 
Ontario, were in communication on the 
subject. 

At twelve o’clock the House rose to be 
prorogued at two. 


SENATE. 


Fripay, June 14, 1872. 
PROROGATION, 

At three o'clock His Excellency the 
Governor General caine down to the Senate 
and having assented to a number of Lills, 
prorogued Parliament with the following 
Speech : 

SPEECH, 
Honorable Gentleman of the Senate : 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


I have much satisfaction in relieving you 
from an attendance in Parliament which 
cannot fail to be inconvenient to many of 
you at this season of the year. I thank 
you therefore all the more for the time 
and attention which you have diligently 
bestowed on the discharge of ycur public 
cuties. . 

The interest and importance of various 
questions which have been discussed. and 
decided will render the Session memorable 
in the annals of the country. 

Your adoption of the Articles of the 
Treaty of Washington which effect Cana- 
dian interests, has placed in a clear light 
your determination to share the fortunes 
of England. The generous disposition 
evinced under the trying circumstances 
of the time has added strength to the 
honourable position of Canada, both as 
regards the British Empire and the United 
States. 

The vast project, of which you have so 
wisely matured the conditions, of carrying 
a Railway to the shores of the Pacific, will 
open a new pathway for England as well 
in peace as in war, to the East, and will, I 
trust, be productive of the most essential 
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benetits to this Dominion by giving facili« 
ties to traffic of all descriptions, enhancing 
the value of the public lands, promoting 
their settlement, and drawing closer the 
ties which bind the sister Provinces toge: 
ther by easier access and multiplied inter. 
course. 

Few who have not considered the subject 
have any adequate conception how large 
an extent of economical advantage, the 
possession of great navigable rivers like 
the St. Lawrence and its tributaries com- 
prises. The cutlay you have sanctioned _ 
on their improvement, and on that of the 
auxiliary canals, is a safe investment. It 
will be amply and speedily repaid by the 
augmented volume of trade flowing down 
all the channels Gpened to its course, for 
it will be swollen by the confluence of 
your accumulating productions with those 
of your Western neighbors. 

It is highly satisfactory that the condi- 
tion of the revenue is so prosperous as to 
enable you to advance the interests of the 
Country by commencing the construction 
of these works at once, without delay or 
misgiving. 

Gentlemen of the H.use of Commons: 

In Her Majesty’s name 1 thank you for 
the supplies which you have so cheerfully 
granted. 

I heartily congratulate you on the pros< 
perous condition of the revenue, and on 
your having been enabled by the repeal 
of the duties on tea and coffee to diminish 
the burdens of the people. 

Honorable Gentlemen of the Sena’e, 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 

The joint addresses with which you have 
honored me on the eve of my departure 
is most agreable to my feelings. 

I shall, [ assure you, hold in grateful re~ 
collection all my life, the expression of 
your respect and esteem. 

{ have watched with deep interest in my 
ciiicial capacity the proceedings of four 
sessions, and made myself otherwise ac- 
quaiinted with the views and wishes of the 
Parliament and people of Canada, and ! 
earnestly hope ihat the good intelligence 
which prevails between them ani the 
people of England may last constant and 
unimpaired for generations to come. 

i have now the honor to bid you fare. 
well, with those serious thoughts which 
the word farewell naturally awakens, with 
every ackowlecgmeat of the many cour- 
tesies and the effective assistance which 
I have received at your hands and with 
the most cherished and ardent wishes for 
the welfare of the Dominion, with which 
I rejoice to think that my humble name 
has been connected by an honorable tie 
for more than three years. 


~ Session. 


i 
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The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 

An act to repeal the Duties of Customs 
on Tea and Coffee. 

An act to amend the act respecting the 
Statutes of Canada. 

An act to confirm an agreement made 
between the Grand Trunk Railway Com: 
pany of Canada and the International 
Bridge Company; and for other pur- 
poses. 

~An act for the avoidance of doubts res- 
- pecting Larceny of Stamps. 

An act further to amend “an act’ re- 
specting the security to be given by Officers 
of Canada. 

An act to correct a Clerical error ia the 
act respecting Malicious Injuries to Pros 
perty. 

An act to make provision for tke con- 
tinuation and extension of the Geological 
Survey of Canada, and for the maintenance 
of the Geological Museum. 

An act to naturalize Anson Greene 
Phelps Dodge. 

An act to amend the act regulating the 
issue of Dominion Notes. 

An act respecting the Public Debt and 
the raising of Loans authorized by Par- 
liament. 

_ An act. to amend the act respecting the 
Civil Service of Canada. 

An act to amend the act of incorporas 
tion of the Caughnawaga Ship Canal Com- 
pany. 

An act to amend an act to incorporate 
the Detroit River funnel Company, and for 
Other purposes. 

An act to amend ‘An act to incorporate 
the Managers of the Ministers’ Widows and 
Orphans Fund of the Synod of the Presby- 
terian Church of Canada in connection with 
the Church of Scotland. 

An act to incorporate the Canada and 
Newfoundland Sealing and Fishing Coms 
pany. 

An act relating to the Treaty of Wash- 
ington, 1871. 

An act to indemnify the Members of the 
Executive Government and others for the 
unavoidable expenditure of Public Money 
without Parliamentary grant, occasioned 
by the sending of an exye litionary force to 
Manitoba in 1871. 

An act relating to Quarantine. 

An act to amend the act relating to Banks 
and Banking. 

An act respecting the Grand Trunk 
Railway and the Champlain Railroad Com- 
panies, 

An act to incorporate the Bank of 
Acadia. ; 

An act respecting the Toronto Savings 
Bank. 


74 


Assent 


[JUNE 14, 1872.] 


to Bills, 1146 


An act to amend the act, chapter 47, of 
the Consolidated Statutes for Upper Cana- 
da, entituled, “An act respecting Rivers 
and Streams,” 

An act to amend the act incorporating 
the British America Assurance Company, 
and the subsequent acts affecting the said 
Company. 

An act to incorporate the Anchor Marina 
Insurance Company. 

An act to amend the chapters six and 
seven of the Statutes of 1871, relating to 
Savings’ Banks, 

An act to incorporate the Thunder Bay 
Silver Mines Telegraph Company. 

An act to incorporate the Mail Printing 
and Publishing Company. (Limited. ) 

An act to incorporate the Canadian Rail- 
way Equipment Company. 

An act to amend the act incorporating 
the Mutual Life Association of Canada. 

An act to legalize a certain agreement 
entered into between the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company of Canada and the Cor- 
poration of the Town of Galt, and for other 
purposes therein mentioned. 

An act to legalize and confirm the Lease 
to the Northern Railway Company of 
Canada of the Lines of Railway of the 
Northern Extension Railways Company, 

An act to amend the act incorporating the 
London and Canadian Loan and Agency 
Company. (Limited.) 

An act to enable the Great Western Rail- 
way Company to extend and improve its 
connections. 

An act to incorporate the Dominion 
Water Works Company. 

An act to incorporate the Inland Marine 
and Fire Insurance Company of Canada. 

An act to incorporte the St, Catherine’s 
(Ontario) Board of Trade. 

An act to amend the act to incorporate 
the Canadian and European ‘Telegraph 
Company. 

An act to incorporate the Bank of Saint 
John. . 

An act to incorporate the Maritime 
Bank of the Dominion of Canada, 

An act to incorporate the Bank of Ha- 
milton. 

An act to incorporate the St. Lawrence 
Bank, 

An act to incorporate the Hxchangs 
Bank of Canada. 

An act to incorporate the Quebec Fron- 
tier Railway Company. 

An act to incorporate the Canada Agri- 
cultural Insurance Company. 

An act to incorporate ‘Ihe Saint John 
Board of Trade.”’ 

Anact to incorporate the Board of Trade 
of the Town of Levis. 

An act to incorporate the Missionary 
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Society of the Wesleyan Methodist Church 
in Canada. 

An act to incorporate the Sorel Board of 
Trade. ‘ 

An act to amend the law relating to the 
Fraudulent Marking of Merchandise. 

An act to provide for the Revisal of 
Voters’ Lists for Elections to the House of 
Commons in a certain Revised District of 
the County of Victoria, Nova Scotia. _ 

An act to incorporate the Detroit River 
Railway Bridge Company. 

An act to incorporate the River St. Clair 
Railway Bridge and Tunnel Company. 

An act to incorporate the Coteau and 
Province Line Railway and Bridge Com- 
pany. 

-An act to incorporate the St. Lawrence 
International Bridge Company. 

An act to incorporate ‘The Bank of 
Manitoba.”’ 

An act to change the name of the 
‘‘ District Permanent Building Society of 
Montreal” to that of the ‘Loan and Landed 
Credit Company,’’ and to grant certain 
powers to the said Company. 

An act to extend the powers of the Mon- 
treal Telegraph Company, and for other 
purposes, 

An act to incorporaie the Superior Bank 
ot Canada. 

An act to incorporate the Toronto Corn 
Exchange Association. ; 

An act to divide certain polling districts 
in the County of Inverness, in the Province 
of Nova Scotia, and to provide for voters’ 
lists therefor. 

An act respecting bridges. 

An act to amend ‘The St. Lawrence and 
Ottawa Railway Act.’ 

An act to remove doubts under the 
act respecting the Public Works of Can~ 
ada, 

An act respecting the shipping of sea- 
men in Nova Scotia. 

An act respecting the appointment and 
powers of Commissioners of Pilots for the 
coasts and harbours of the County of Char- 
lotte. 

An act to provide for the appointment 
of Earbor Master for the Port of Halifax. 

An act to amend the act, 34 Victoria, 
chapter 3, respecting the Loan for paying 
a certain sum to the Hudson’s Bay Com-~ 
pany. 

An act to grant certain additional powers 
to the Ottawa, Vaudieuil and Montreal 
Railway Company. 

Anact to incorporate the “ Dominion 
Trust Company.” 

An act to compel members of the Local 
Legislature, in any Province where dual 
representation is not allowed, to resign 
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their seats before becoming candidates for 
seats in the Dominion Parliament. 

An act to incorporate the “Banque Ville 
Marie.” 

An act to incorporate the C. nada Improy- 
ement Company. 

An act to amend the Immigration Act 
of 1869. 

An act to incorporate “The Accident Im 
surance Company of Canada.” 

An act to incorporate the Ontario Ship- 
ping and Forwarding Company. 

An act to incorporate the Board of Trade 
of the Town of Chatham. 

An act relating to bills of Exchange and 
Promissory Notes. 

An act respecting the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 

An act to amend the St. Francis and Me- 
gantic Railway act. 

An act respecting Patents of Invention, 

An act to incorporate the Halifax Banking 
Company. 

An act to incorporate the Manitoba In~ 
surance Company. 

An act to provide for the incorporation 
of Immigration Aid Societies, 

An act to re-adjust the Representation 
of the House Commons. 

An act to incorporate the Manitoba June. 
tion Railway Company. 

An act to incorporate the Lake Superior 
and Winnipeg Railway Company. 

An act to incorporate the North Western 
Railway Company of Manitoba. 

An act to incorporate the Central Railway 
Company of Manitoba. 

An act to incorporate the Lake Superior 
and Manitoba Railway Company. 

An act relating to the Central Bank of 
New Brunswick. . 

An act to incorporate the ‘ Quebec Pacific 
Railway Company.” 

An act to incorporate the Imperial Guar- 
antee and Loan Society. 

An act to incorporate The Canada Pacifie 
Railway Company. 

An act to incorporate the Canada and 
| New York Bridge and Tunnel Company. 
An act further to amend the act 31 Vic» 
| toria, Chapter 33. 

An act to explain and amend the ‘Sault 
St. Mary Railway and Bridge act. 

An act to amend the act to incorpos 
rate the Queenston Suspension Bridge 
Company. 

An act to amend the act of incerporas 
tion of the Untario and Erie Ship Canal 
Company. 

An act further tormend the act mcors 
|porating the Western Assurance Com- 

pany. 
An act to amend the act incorporating 
the Canada Central Railway Company. 
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An act to incorporate the Thunder Bay 
‘Silver Mines Railway Company. 

An act to incorporate the vacific Junc- 
tion Bridge Company. 

An act to incorporate the Gananoque and 
Wiltsie Navigation Company. 

An act to incorporate the Inter-Oceanic 
Railway Company of Canada. 

An act to amend the act 32 and 33 
Victoria, Chapter 8. 

An act to amend the Law relating to 
Advertisements respecting Stolen Goods. 

An act to amend an act of the present 
Session, and to enable the Governor in 
Council to impose a duty on tea and coffee, 
imported from the United States, in the 
case therein mentioned. 

An act toamend the Criminal Law rela. 
‘ting to Violence, Threats and Molesta- 
tions. 

An act respecting Trade Unions. 

An act to extend the Acts, 32, #3 Vict., 
Cap. 40, and 33 Vic., Cap. 20, to the Port 
of Collingwood. 
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An act to extend certain Laws relating 
to matters connected with Navigation to 
the Province of British Columbia. 

An act for imposing 'l'onnage Dues nnd 
Wharfage Rates to meet the cost of 
improving the navigation of the St. Law- 
rence between Montreal and Quebec. 

An act to extend the Canadian Tariff 
of Duties of Customs and Excise, and 
certain acts relating to Customs and the 
Revenue to the Province of British Col- 
umbia. 

An act to incorporate the Anticosti Com- 
pany. 

An act to amend the Interim Parliment« 
ary Elections Act, 1871. 

An act respecting the Public Lands of 
the Dominion. 

His Excellency the Governor General 
was pleased to reserve the following Biil 
for the signification of Her Majesty's plea- 
sure thereon. 

An act to amend the act respecting 
copyright. 
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DOMINION PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


FIFTH SESSION OF THE FIRST PARLIAMENT, 
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ABBOTT, Hon. Mr. BLANCHET Hon. Mr. 
Canada Central Railway Co., 170 Intercolonial Railway Terminus, 94 
Canada and Newfoundland Sealing and Fish- Weights and Measures, 101 7 
ing Company, 257 Fisheries, Protection of, 101 
Ordnance Properties, 274 
ACTIONS OF CIVIL LAW, &c. 
Resolutions concerning, 675 Chamber of Commerce, Levis, 399 
Canadian Archives Office, 690 
ARBITRATION 
Correspondence concerning, 72 BOURINOT Hon. Senator 
Canal extension in Cape Breton, 96 
ADDRESS : 
Recovery of the Prince of Wales, 44. BOSSE Hon, Judge 
ie Question concerning, 100 
AGREEMENT 
Between Grand Trunk Railway and Town of | BODWELL Mr. 
Galt, 293 Guages and Steel Rails, 103 


Newfoundland and P. E. Island, 108 
AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE COMPANY Intercolonial Railway, 147 


OF CANADA Debate on Washington Treaty, 493 
Bill to Incorporate, 466 British Columbia and Manitoba Elections, 68 
ANCHOR MARINE INSURANCE CO BAIE VERTE CANAL! 
Bill to incorporate, 391 Notice of motion, 114 
Agricultural Exhibition Question, 257 Question concerning, 142, 654 
ANTICOSTI COMPANY i BIG CREEK HARBOUR _ 
Bill to jncorporate, 257 Petition not received, 126, 258 
ANTIGONISH HARBOUR BOARDS OF TRADE 
Deepening of entrance to, 652 Question concerning, 144 
AVERAGE ADJUSTERS BOWN, Dr. 
Appointment of, 126 Standing Orders Report, 107 _ 
Manitoba North Western Railway, 222 
BAPTISMS 
Return of, 5 BUOYS ON RIVER RICHELIEU 


Question, 196 


BANK OF NEW BRUNSWICK 
List of shareholders, 41 BEATTY, Mr. 
Detective O’Neill, 196 
BLAKE, Hon. Mr. 
Controverted elections, 40 BOTSFORD, Hon. Senator 
Independence of Senate, 62 Railway guages, 217 
Inquiry concerning Fisheries, 64 Railway Passes, 423 ’ y 
Supreme Court Bill, 65, 69 Hlectoral Districts in New Brunswick, 675 
Meeting of Parliament, 106 Intercelonial Railway, 712 
Government Bills, 107 
BUDGET : 4 
BROUSSEAU, Mr. Motion for House in Committee, 223 
Printing Committee, 71 
BUREAU, Hon. Senator _ 
BANKS & BANKING Statement of Revenues, 254 
House 1n Committee, on"éc., 71, 87, 252 Translating, 271 er 
i Actions of Civil Law, 675 
BOUNDARY OF ONTARIO: : . s 
Motion for Correspondence concerning, 68, BOARD OF_ COMMERCE, GREENOCK 
Petation, 256 
BRITISH COLUMBIA BERNARD, Major 
Administration of Indian affairs, 94 Petition, 256 


Assimilation of Postal arrangements, 145. 
Report of Hon. Mr. Langevin’s yisit, 166, 170 BENOIT, Mr. aa. Je 26 
Elections in, 993 Agricultural Exhibition, 257 


SESSION 


BOLTON, Mr. 
Washington Treaty, 257 
Montreal Telegraph Co., 441 
Fisheries Preservation, 523 
Washington Treaty Debate, 610 


BUSINESS IN SENATE 
Origination of, 294 


BANK OF BATAVIA 
Bill to incorporate, 293 


BANK OF 'S?. JOHN, N. B. 
Bill to incorporate, 390 


BARTHE, Mr. 
Sorel Board of Trade, 466, 


BANK OF HAMILTON, 474 
House in Committee, 661 


BAKER, Mr. 
Washington Treaty Debate, 595 


BANKING PRIVILEGES 
Question respecting, 688 


BOOMS ON NAVIGABLE RIVERS 
Question, 690 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE 
Arrest of W. Lount, 743 


goa Mr. : 
seconder of Address in reply to Speech fro 
the Throne, 17 i , Ton 


COAST FISHERIES 
- Protection of. 29 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT 
‘Return, 29 


COLBY (Mr.) 
Repeal of Insolvency Law, 33, 106, 129, 381, 663. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS, 
Trial of, 40 
Selkirk and Provencher elections, 651. 


CENSUS RETURNS 
Laid before the Senate, 41, 42 
Taking of, 105 
Presented, 184 


CONGRATULATORY ADDRESS 
- Recovery of Prince of Wales, 41 


CANALS 
Question, 65 
Extension of, in Cape Breton, 96 
Improvement of, 187 
New one on North Shore, 258 


CIVIL SERVICE 
Superannuation, Act, 62, 179 
Debate, 184, 670 


CONFIDENTIAL PRINTING 
Motjon concerning, 65 


COURTS OF APPEAL 
Motion, 70 


COPYRIGHT— 
Motion concerning, 72, 108 
Petition, 124 
Repeal of Imperial Act, 143 
Reprinting of British Works, 421 


CANADA, 
Former Province of, 104 


CAMPBELL Hon. Senator 
Custody of Statutes, 29, 99, 113 
Standing Committees, 58 
Washington Treaty, 69 
Stamps, larceny of, 194, 256 
Malicious injuries, 194, 221 
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Immigration Aid Societies, 256, 423 
Quarautine Bill, 355, 649, 313 

Public Lands, 430 

John Robert Martin’s Divorce Bill, 648 
Public Officers, 650 

Dominion Notes, 677, 743 
Divorece—refusal to give evidenee. 711 
Indemnity to Members, 713 

Breach of Privilege, 743 


CARTIER Hon. Sir George E. 
Canada Pacific Railway, 114, 403, 733 
Montreal, Grand Trunk and Champlain Rail- 
way Companies, 222 
Statutes of Canada, 271 
Ontario and Quebec Surplus Debts, 369 
Speech on Washington Treaty, 573 


CHAUVEAU, Hon. Mr. 
Knitting Machines, 222 
Quebee Board of Trade, 271 
Washington Treaty, 594 


COTEAU RAILWAY & BRIDGE COMPANY, 
Incorporation of, 390 


CANGHNAWAGA CANAL CO. 
Incorporation of, 114, 662 


CANADA RAILWAY EQUIPMENT CO.,, 
Incorporation of, 114 


CANADA CENTRAU RAILWAY CO,, 
Bill to amend Act, 170, 222 


CANADA PACIFIC RAILWAY 
Motion, 114 
Survey, 146 
Bill introduced, 171 
Resolutions, 187 
Bill to incorporate, 222° 
Exploratory Survey, 253 
House in Committee, 403 


CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
Government Savings Banks, 115 
Fenian Raids, 261, 362 

CIGARS 
Amendment of Tariff, 126 


CAMERON, Hon, J. H. 
Marquette Election, 143, 492, 669 
Washington Treaty Speech, 528 
Ontario Shipping Company, 466 
Selkirk and Provencher Elections, 651 
Angus McKay, 651 ; 
Canadian Railway Equipment Company. 662 


CAPE BRETON 
Surveys on Canals, 166 


CANADA AND NEWFOUNDLAND SEALING 
AND FISHERY COMPANY 
Incorporation of, 257, 663 


CURRIER, Mr. i 
Dominion Employés, 257 
Washington Treaty, 272 


COTE, Charles 
Non-payment of an award, 254 


CANADIAN PRODUCE, 
Inspection of, 403 


CANADA AND NEW YORK BRIDGE AND 
TUNNEL COMPANY, 
Incorporation of, 5238 


CARLING, Mr. 
Canada and New York Bridge and Tunnel 
Company, 528 
COLONIZATION EMIGRATION COMMIT- 
TEE 
Report of, 271 


CRIMINAL STATISTICS 
Motion, 271 


INDEX. 


COLLINGWOOD HARBOUR 
Breakwater, 652 


CHATHAM BOARD OF TRADE 
Incorporation of, 689 


CANADIAN ARCHIVES OFFICE 
Establishment of, 690 


COAL OIL 
For Supply of Lighthouses, 692 


DISCUSSION 
On Speeches from Throne, 6 


DECEASED SENATORS 
Duchesnay and Bill, 32 


DEBATE 
Early information to “ Ottawa Times,” 63 


DOMINION BOARD OF ARBITRATORS 
Cases decidéd, 94 


DIVORCE 


Reading of J. R. Martin’s petition deterred, 96 
Richard Martin, Barrister-at-Law, at bar of 


the Commons, 217 
Rules complied with, 254 
Bill, 648, 1018 
Witness refuses to testify, 711 
Bill from Senate, 944 


DANGEROUS WEAPONS ! 
Bill to prevent carrying of, 99, 996 


DEPARTMENTAL CLERKS 
Extra pay to, 104 ; 


DETROIT RAILWAY BRIDGE COMPANY 


Incorporation of, 114 


DUAL REPRESENTATION y 
Mr. Costigan’s Bill, 114, 807, 827, 952 to 965 


Second reading of a Bill concerning, 798, 1041 


DAWSON’S REPORT 
Mr. Hartney’s action in reference to, 124 


DOMINION NOTES 


Bill toamend Act, 189, 253, 394, 677, 688, 712, 743 


DOMINION EMPLOYES: 
Names, &e., 257 


DOMINION TRUST COMPANY 
Incorporation of, 628 


DETROIT RIVER TUNNEL COMPANY 
Incorporation of, 662 


DOMINION WATER WORKS COMPANY 


Tucorporaticn of, 663, 639, 810 


DOMINION CANALS 
Evlargemeut ol, 978 to 990 


EUROPEAN AND NORTHERN RAILROAD 


Address concerning, 41 


ELECTION LAWS 
Bill, 62, 770 
Question, 65 


EMIGRATION ACT OF 1869 
Bill to amend, 23 


EMIGRATION AID SOCIETY 
Incorporation of, 917 
House in Committee, 938 


EXCHANGE BANK OF CANADA 
Incorporaticn of, 674 


EQUITY JUDGE, N.S.__ 
iieave of Absence to, 655, 950 


ELECTORAL LISTS 


Remuueration of Revisors in Nova Scotia, 659 


ELECTORAL DISTRICTS IN NEV J 
ee VY BRUNS- 
Equalization of, 675 


FOURNIER My, 
Residence of Judges, 39 
Judge Bossé, 109 


FISHERIES 
Enquiry, 59, 64 
Fishery Officer, 64 
Reports on, 69 
Protection of, 100, 101 
Protection of in Lakes, 102 
Fish exported, 105 
And the Treaty, 107 
Letter of Hon. Mr. Campbell, 114 
Notice of Enquiry, 125 
Report on not to be submitted, H3 
Inland, protection of Salmon, 16s 
Protection of, 255 
Inspection of Fish, 360 
Preservation of, 528 


FENIAN RAIDS 
Question, 65 
Resolutions, 261, 362 


FENIAN CLAIMS 
Correspondence, 69 

ERAZER’S RIVER’ 
Removal of a rock, [62 


FORT GARRY 
Conveyance of immigrants to, 104 % 
Incorporation of a Railway Company, 195 
Telegraphic Petition from, 256 


FORTIFICATIONS 
Question, 6: 


FHNIAN BUSINESS : 7 
Lord Tenterjen’s account of, 199 


FUGITIVE CRIMINALS _ 3 
Speedy apprehension of,}272 


FRENCH VERSION OF PREMIER’S 
SPEECH DESIRED, 360 


FRANKING PRIVILEGES 
Question 369 


FRAUDULENT TRADE MARKS y. 
Bill to amend Act concerning, 670, 1056 


FRONTIER RAILWAY COMPANY 
Incorporation of, 1029 


FUNERAL 
Th :t of John Sandfield Maedonald 947 to 949 


FRE 
North West Trading Company’s Bill, 1136 


GRAY Hon. Mr. t 
Seizure of Schooner C. H. Horton, 65 
Papers relative to, 223, me 
Canada and the West Indies, 795 
Criminial Statistics, 831 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Appropriation for, 67 
Motion and debate, 89, 

Grant for, 114 

Notice of motion, 194 

Report of, 264 wv 
House in Committee, 67), 732 


GEOLOGICAL MUSUAM [British Cofumf! ia] 
Question, 102 
GOVERNMENT SAVINGS BANKS 


House in Committee op, 114 p 
Bill to amend Act 118, 188 670, 718 


GABRUS HARBOUR [Cape Breton] 
Light House_at, [44 


GRENVILLE CANAL 
Tenders for enlarging, 145 


SESSION 


GRAND TRUNK AND OTHER ‘RAILWAY 
COMPANIES 
Bill to amalgamate, 170, 663 
Agreement with International Bridge Com- 
pany, 659, 674, 718 
And Town of Galt, 663 


GOODS IN BOND . 
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